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ABSTRACT
A CRITICAL APPROACH TO GECEKONDU STUDIES IN TURKEY WITH A 
SPECIAL REFERENCE TO THE MODERNIZATION THEORY
by
Neslihan TOK
M.A., Department of Political Science and Public Administration 
Supervisor: Dr.Tahire ERMAN 
September 1999
The thesis reviews the Turkish gecekondu literature by a critical approach 
through a historical perspective. The studies are examined on the basis of 
conceptual and methodological approaches. They are critically 
investigated in terms of their potential to explain and understand the changing 
conditions and recent transformations of gecekondus in the urban context.
As a conclusion, a new conceptual and methodological approach is suggested 
for the future study of gecekondus.
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ÖZET
TÜRKİYE’DEKİ GECEKONDU ÇALIŞMALARINA MODERNİZASYON 
TEORİSİNE REFERANS VEREREK ELEŞTİREL BİR YAKLAŞIM
Tok, Neslihan
Master, Siyaset Bilimi ve Kamu Yönetimi Bölümü 
Tez Yöneticisi; Dr. Tahire E. Erman
Eylül 1999
Bu çalışma, Türkiye’deki gecekondu literatürünü eleştirel bir yaklaşımla ve 
tarih içinde inceler. Çalışmalar, kavramsal ve yöntembilimsel yaklaşımları 
bazında gözden geçirilir. Araştırmaların, gecekondunun zaman içinde ve kent 
ortamında geçirdiği değişimi anlamadaki potensiyelleri, eleştirel bir yaklaşım 
içinde irdelenir. Sonuç olarak, gecekondu olgusunu anlamak için gelecek 
çalışmalara katkıda bulunacak yeni bir kavramsal ve yöntembilimsel yaklaşım 
önerilir.
Anahtar Kelimeler: Gecekondu, Modernleşme, Kültürel Yaklaşım, Zaman- 
Mekan.
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INTRODUCTION:
THE CONCEPTUAL AND METHODOLOGICAL
FRAMEWORK OF THE THESIS
There are two main objectives in this study. First one is to criticize the early 
gecekondu studies in Turkey on conceptual and methodological grounds with 
special reference to modernization approach. Second aim is to suggest a new 
approach for studying recent conditions of migrants in the city in the light of 
these criticisms. Some of the gecekondu studies that were conducted between 
the 1950’s and the 1980’s have been selected as the objects of this study. This 
particular period is chosen since it was the time in which nearly all branches of 
social sciences in Turkey were dominated by the modernization approach and 
its ideals. The process of modernization refers to certain regulations particularly 
on part of the third world countries to have the social, political, economic and 
cultural institutions, structures and value systems of the advanced capitalist 
countries mainly western ones. The approach that arises under this objective 
supposes a unilinear development for every developing country regardless of the 
specifities they experience. This perception had also important effects on 
Turkish urbanization and gecekondu literature. It dominated its discourses 
which are going to be examined in the following chapter. The general 
approaches of the scientists and the conceptual and methodological approaches 
of the studies seem to be under the influence of this approach. What is meant by 
the general approach of the social scientist in this study is the kind of
relationship between the researcher and the researched. The nature of the 
relationship and the distance that is put by the social scientist between 
him/herself and the object of the study constitute the “general approach” of the 
social scientist. Furthermore, there are two other interrelated approaches that are 
going to be criticized in this thesis, namely conceptual and methodological 
approaches. Conceptual approach refers to the conceptual framework that is 
used in the studies. To what degree the scientists use the concepts and 
theoretical models of modernization approach will be examined under this issue. 
The last object of criticism, which is the methodological approach of the studies 
refers to the methods used in gecekondu research. Particularly, for these early 
gecekondu studies - if the influence of modernization approach is taken into 
account- it seems possible to argue that they are to a large extent under the 
influence of positivistic tradition. The tradition of positivism which accepts on 
the epistemological level only the knowledge that can be perceived and 
observed by the senses dominates this literature. Therefore, according to the 
premises of this methodological tradition the social sciences can be studied by 
the tools of natural sciences. Throughout the thesis this kind of approach is 
going to be criticized by keeping in mind the differences in social sciences and 
natural sciences. The need for a sense of hermeneutic relation between the 
researcher and the researched in social sciences different from natural sciences 
will often be mentioned in this study. In that sense, the arguments of Bhaskar 
seem valuable in providing a suitable philosophical base in the process of 
making critical statements about the methodological approaches of the studies ( 
Bhaskar, 1998: 218):
1- Social structures unlike natural structures, do not exist 
independently of the activities they govern; 2- Social structures, 
unlike natural structure, do not exist independently of the agents’ 
conceptions of what they are doing in their activity; 3- Social 
structures, unlike natural structures, may only be relatively 
enduring ( so that the tendencies they ground may not be 
universal in the sense of space- time variant).
A literature review of gecekondu studies in Turkey is done for the thesis. 
However, by taking into account the limits of this study there is also a need for 
an in-depth study of a selective group of gecekondu studies that were conducted 
between the 1950’s and the 1980’s. A general look at the literature makes it 
possible to talk about three main categories. This categorization is made 
according to the differences among gecekondu studies in positioning the 
gecekondu population in relation with the city population. The studies in the 
first category evaluate gecekondus and the population living in them as 
transitory. In that sense they assume that migrant population living in 
gecekondus are in a transitory position following which they become urbanized. 
“Transition” is the key word of these studies. The studies in the second category 
conceptualize gecekondu and its culture as a substructure or a subculture of the 
city. And the third category evaluates gecekondu as a product and at the same 
time functional for the socio-economic system. They try to understand 
gecekondu with reference to macro political, economic and social factors. The 
studies that can be considered as the representatives of these three categories are 
selected as case studies. A critical examination of these selected studies is made 
by taking into account the limits of the thesis.
OUTLDİE OF THE STUDY
The structure of the thesis is designed to have three main parts. The theoretical 
chapter (chapter two) is written about the main trends in urban theory. In this 
chapter, the urban theories of advanced capitalist countries and the third world 
urbanization theories are reviewed. In these two different but related literature, 
the most debated issues are mentioned through a historical spectacle. This 
review seems important in searching for the theoretical models that have been 
influential on the Turkish gecekondu literature. In that sense, the period between 
the 1950’s and the 1980’s in the history of urban theory is going to be reviewed 
in accordance with the time period that has been analyzed in Turkish literature. 
Therefore, the main aim of this theoretical chapter is to observe accurately the 
effects of urban theories in advanced capitalist countries and third world 
countries on the Turkish gecekondu literature.
In chapter three, by reflecting upon chapter two, the gecekondu studies 
conducted in Turkey are analyzed. However, before that, a short historical 
review of the migratory trends in Turkey is examined. This review is important 
because the changing trends in migration have important effects on gecekondu 
formation and the people living in them. Besides this, through history the 
debates related with gecekondus have been also affected by these changes in 
migratory trends. This chapter focuses on the period before the 1980’s. The 
effects of modernization approach on the ideological and methodological 
preferences of the researchers are pointed out. The gecekondu studies in that 
period are classified according to their differences in positioning the gecekondu 
population in relation to the city population. In order to find clues about the
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approach of the social scientists, the “questions” of the studies are analyzed and 
the attitudes of the scientist towards the objects of study, namely the gecekondu 
population are examined. In relation with the general and conceptual approach 
of the scientist, the methods used in the studies are analyzed. The problems 
related with the organization of survey questions are examined. The studies that 
have been reviewed are categorized according to these conceptual and 
methodological preferences.
In chapter four, by referring to the recent developments taking place in 
gecekondu environment and in relation with chapter three, the possibility of old 
conceptual and methodological tools to understand the recent conditions of 
migrants in the city is discussed. In order to be able to understand the recent 
transformations, the empirical data of the recent gecekondu studies are used. At 
the end of this chapter new approach and tools are offered while considering the 
changing nature of the gecekondu. By taking into account the limits of this 
thesis, new suggestions on conceptual and methodological grounds cannot be 
accepted as theoretical models. Rather, it is an attempt to offer a new research 
agenda for the ones who are interested in the transformations in “gecekondu” 
neighbourhoods.
CHAPTER 1.
CHANGING THEMES OF URBAN THEORY THROUGHOUT
HISTORY
“Gecekondu” as a social, cultural and economic phenomenon has been
debated since the 1950’s by various groups in Turkey. It has also been accepted
as an important issue in many scholars’ works since then. Throughout this
process in addition to the changing nature of “gecekondu”, the approaches to it
have also changed and have taken different forms. However, it can be argued
that until the early 1980’s the subject, to a great extent, was studied by the tools
of grand theories. Most of these studies were affected by the discourses of the
modernization theory as mentioned by Worsley (1984; 18);
The most dominant theoretical school in the West from the 1950’s 
into the early 1960’s, was the one which became subsequently known 
as modernization theory; all the theories of development- or any other 
field of social life - are necessarily particular applications of more 
generé theories.
This wave of thought which emerged in the West has affected the nature of 
Third World urbanization theories in general and gecekondu studies in Turkey 
in particular, which can be considered as part of the literature. Even when an 
important group of scholars tries to develop critical and counter arguments 
against some of the basic premises of the modernization theory, they cannot 
avoid thinking in its discursive and conceptual framework, especially about the 
concepts like ‘integration’ and ‘adaptation’ which are often used in the
literature when dealing with the migrant population and their role in the 
urban environment. It is not wrong to say that they are affected to a great extent 
by the discourses of evolutionary approach which is the most important 
theoretical tool of modernization theories. In brief, theories that are affected by 
the discourses of modernization theories can be classified into two categories; 
i) the ones that take Western development as a model and try to explain 
everything by reference to this model and, ii) others that are critical about this 
model and develop a Marxist response to it. However, both approaches fall into 
same kind of biased situation in which generalization and functionalism 
predominate. As Keskinok (1997: 6) mentioned; “Marxist perspectives on the 
urban question are very scattered and always suffer from functionalism, 
especially in the case of political economy perspective.”
In Marxist perspective, the reasons for the emergence of gecekondus 
have been investigated in terms of the political / economic factors that are 
supposed to be shared with other Third World countries. In that sense, 
gecekondu structures are seen as particular reflections of the general political 
and economic conditions that share many common characteristics with other 
Third World cities. Although many useful insights have been captured in this 
kind of thinking in which the effects of global economic and political 
conditions have been pointed out, it can lead to wrong projections about the 
future of the gecekondu phenomenon in Turkey. It has been accepted strongly 
in this thesis that economic conditions both at the city, the national and the
global levels determine the very nature of the gecekondu formation. However, if 
this economic model combines with an ‘evolutionary’  ^ one - as the traditional 
approach in Turkey to gecekondu does- we have to call gecekondu as a 
transitory stage in the evolution of the city. However, instead of disappearing, 
nowadays gecekondu becomes more and more permanent as a social and 
physical structure because of many factors like expanding effects of capitalism, 
migration caused by non economic factors like forced migration, the increasing 
value of land, and the development of some illegal and informal land markets 
(the increasing importance of spatial relations on social relations) like land 
mafia. As mentioned by Savage (1993; 35) “the problem with such 
accounts -evolutionary ones- is that they tend to assume that there is only one 
type of urban development which all cities follow no matter which culture they 
are from and hence they ignore the diversity and specificity of cities.”
Another important problem with evolutionary theories and also with the 
ecological ones - that are dominant theories in urban theory of advanced 
capitalist countries- is that they try to define the ‘city’ predominantly by the 
level of industrial development and make a rigid distinction between the rural 
and the urban on the basis of this economic determinism: the rural and the urban 
take their place on the opposite poles of the development continuum. However, 
especially after the 1980’s by the shift of manufacturing activities from the city 
center to other districts, there emerged a need for a valid definition of the city 
that has to transcend the simple dichotomy of urban and rural. There is a need 
for a more elaborated definition which captures the hybrid forms of “ rural” and
' What is meant by an evolutionary' model is a one way transformation towards the ideal model 
o f moderrmation.
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“urban” in itself. It will be easier to find a place for the recent gecekondu 
structure in a city defined in a manner mentioned above since gecekondu as a 
structure can not be defined or understood fi'eely or distinctly from its ties both 
to rural and also to contemporary city at general level.
Although gecekondu structure has many similarities with the Third World 
squatter structures, the Turkish case has its historical, economic, political ( state- 
society relations) and most importantly cultural specifities, and hence so much 
emphasis on economic (determinist) factors leaves very small place to the issue 
of culture. Especially when the issue is gecekondu, culture even becomes more 
important. Nowadays it is difficult to bring one homogeneous cultural 
label like urban culture, gecekondu culture or rural culture. Therefore, in order 
to understand the diversities in culture, we need a complex analysis on the basis 
of it.
By mentioning some of the introductory arguments that will be developed 
in the later part of the thesis, we can say that gecekondu studies in Turkey 
have been very much affected by the urban theories in advanced capitalist 
countries and also by Third World urbanization theories ( which is itself a 
part of this literature). Consequently, it will be useful to review some of the 
basic and changing premises of these theories. However, the development of 
urban theories and their changing nature and subject matters through history are 
broad issues that will go beyond the limits of this chapter. So, to review some of 
the basic approaches that seem very influential theoretically on gecekondu 
studies in Turkey will be helpful.
1.1. URBAN THEORIES IN ADVANCED CAPITALIST 
COUNTRIES
1.1.1 Cultural approaches to ‘‘urban life”
Besides the economic and ecological approaches in urban theory, there are some 
important attempts to define city by cultural terms and forms. They are based on 
Tonnies’ fundamental thesis which suggests that human societies changed over 
time from forms of association based on gemeinschaft (community) to those 
based on gesselschaft (society) and that the major factor which produced this 
shift was the extension of trade and capitalism (Saunders, 1986: 87). Thus, the 
origin of this new cultural formation of the city was defined by the economic 
change experienced in the late 19*** century towards capitalist development. 
Urban environment has been seen by some theorists as functional for the 
development of a capitalist system and a capitalist culture, while some critical 
others have evaluated this capitalist culture in urban environment as having 
many harms inherent in it for the individual in the city. Simmel’s work “The 
Metropolis and Mental Life” which is accepted in the later category denotes a 
kind of metropolitan culture in which individuals face the diversity of stimuli 
which bombard the senses in the course of everyday life, thus they are forced to 
retreat into an inner, intellectual world which acts as a filter on their experience 
(Savage, 1993:113). Economic relations dominate and determine the cultural in 
this theory. The domination of money-related activities in the modem 
metropolis results in the development of a calculative culture in which the 
spiritual life and feelings of the individual are separated from outward
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behaviour. As mentioned by Simmel it is the separation of the subjective from 
the objective, material life ( Savage, 1993; 113). What is the most significant 
aspect of the city in his work is the concentration of a large population whose 
relations are to a great extent determined by money economy. Thus, unlike other 
theorists who apply all the consequences of modernism spatially to the city, 
what urban culture means for Simmel is a more mental process developed 
within the city, but not necessarily specific to the city in spatial terms.
The theory which is also effective on the Turkish gecekondu literature is 
Wirth’s theory that gets many insights from Simmel’s work. Wirth developed 
his theory on the distinction between the urban life and the rural life in which he 
puts the urban way of life and the rural way of life on two opposite poles of the 
continuum (Saunders, 1986; 99). Wirth’s basic argument is that city life is 
characterized by isolation and social disorganization and this is due to the fact 
that all cities have large, dense and heterogeneous populations (Savage, 1993; 
98). Many important critics of Wirth have been developed against his basic 
distinction between “urban way of life” and “rural way of life”. Many scholars 
have found evidences about the existence of rural or traditional communities, or 
so called “ways of life” ( that continue their survival near “urban forms of life”) 
in large cities contrary to Wirth’s assertion. Although he was aware of the 
presence of the ‘folk’ ways of life in cities, he saw this formation as a result of 
the incomplete development of the urban structure and gave rural and 
traditional forms a historical fixity, a past character. This kind of thought 
captures in itself a presupposition or prediction that when a city or urban 
environment completes its development to the highest level as an ideal type, it 
won’t carry in itself these rural forms of life.
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These discourses that take rural- urban dichotomy and continuum as a 
subject matter have been effective on Turkish gecekondu approaches, especially 
in the beginning of the emergence of gecekondus in the cities. There was a need 
at that time to define these formations which were culturally and physically 
distinct from the rest of the city structure.
When we come to the present time, it even gets more problematic for the
scholars to define an urban culture, or an urban way of life . This originates
both from the cultural differences that transcend the simple dichotomy of rural
and urban or modem and traditional in the urban environment, and from the
differences in academic writings and approaches. As King (1996; 2) argued;
Partly because of the different people and subjectivities inhabiting the 
contemporary world or global city - though more specially because of 
different scholars inhabiting the academy and occupying different 
personalities and identities within it- writing about the city has both 
immensely increased as well as been transformed. The cultural 
orthodoxy of older urban representations has been undermined by 
new heterodoxies generated by the multicultural city itself
Problematic place of rural and traditional forms in Wirth’s theory is
replaced by the penetration of global and local cultures. The continuum between
mral to urban culture seems to be insufficient to explain and understand current
developments. Nowadays those scholars studying culture in the urban
environment have a very wide range of research areas since the once important
place of economics has been replaced by culture. Even the economic
inequalities and deprivations in the urban environment are expressed within the
area of cultural domains, like ethnicity and religiosity. Culture flows become
easier on the grounds that the increases in the chances of mobility resulted fi’om
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the development of highly advanced technological and communicative abilities 
brought about the penetration of the cultures of center and periphery. As 
explained by Chambers (1994: 26), “This suggests that movement and 
migration from Africa to America, from rural space to urban life, from ex­
colonies to metropolitan centres involves a complex transformation,.. .there is 
no single frame or cognitive map that unites these experiences.” Therefore, what 
the simple articulation of rural and urban forms in old city approach is has been 
replaced by a more complex articulation (that does not only have two 
components) and takes a more global form.
The globalization of economic activities and the easy flow of capital and 
labour lead to high division of labour throughout the world which is 
coordinated not only by international but also by transnational organizations. 
So, the duality in the world system between central and peripheral states is no 
longer enough to explain the recent economic, social, cultural and political 
developments. Within a Lefebvrian understanding, the creation of spaces and 
localities and their role in creating urban inequalities in a globalized world 
should be considered as one of the most important concerns of the recent urban 
theory. These processes yet have brought new and postmodern accounts to the 
urban theory mostly regarding the issue of culture. Diversity, multicultural ism, 
heterogeneous community structures, pluralism are to gain importance as subject 
matters in recent urban theory.
1.1.2 Economic Determinism in Urban Theories
The theories of urbanization that are affected by the discourses of 
economic determinism explain most of the development experienced in the
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urban environment as a result of capitalist economic conditions changing 
through the last two centuries. The most important and influential theoretical 
approaches which take the economy and capitalist development in the center of 
their analysis related with the urban are in Marxist tradition. Since it is 
impossible to cover here all neo-Marxist urban theory it is efficient to take the 
most influential ones on the gecekondu studies in Turkey.
Although there are some varieties in the subject matter of the theories, the 
predominant cause of all developments is primarily explained by economic 
factors. Castells who can be considered as one of the most influential neo- 
Marxist urban theorists evaluates urban development from the perspective of 
capitalist accumulation and development, and defines the problem -whether 
urban or ecological - as the most important tool of understanding the logic of 
capitalism. In his early studies he deals primarily with the urban and ecological 
issues arising out of the structural contradiction of advanced capitalism and 
diffused by the new ideologies of the dominant classes (Castells, 1978: 7). So 
the physical development of the urban environment is very much determined by 
the social relations operating as a result of various capitalist motives which are 
in turn determined by the class interests of the society according to Castells. 
Economic determinism that is the most debated and criticized side of Marxist 
theory may also be observed in his studies. However, he is aware of the 
problems of this deterministic attitude and offers a new approach that deals 
primarily with the change in urban environment rather than the application of 
Marxist theoretical forms into the existing urban structure (Castells, 1978: 
15,16):
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From this point of view, in advanced capitalist societies one begins 
to perceive the importance of new forms of social differentiation 
and new contradictions upon which they are based, particularly at 
the economic level, in the still poorly defined domain of collective 
consumption; often expressed in terms of urban problem.. .the 
traditional inequality in terms of incomes which is inherent in 
capitalism, is expressed in new social cleavages related to the 
accessibility and use of certain collective services, from housing 
conditions to working hours, passing through the type of health, 
educational and cultural facilities.
1.1.2.1 Globalization in the City
Castells, who approaches from a more global perspective in his recent works, 
has tried to attract attention to the changing relations of the urban environment 
in this study “City, Class and Power”. After the 1980’s with the speeding up of 
the changes taken place politically, culturally and economically in the 
world, social sciences in general and urban sociology in particular have been 
dominated by the discourses of globalization. The changing trends in the 
world economy after the 1980’s are summarized in the Global Report on 
Human Settlements as follows (HABITAT, 1996: 9,10): 1- Within the global 
economy, the value of natural resources as a means of production activity 
declines relatively to the value of manufacturers (for many third world countries 
with an economy mostly dependent on natural resources, this constitutes a 
problem); 2- the transformation of international trade from one dominated by 
goods to one dominated by finance and specialized services; 3- The rapid 
growth of media business and its increasing control by transnationals; 4- the 
increased importance of transnational corporations within the global economy; 
5- The flexibility of the production process in which the production process 
could be dispersed to different cities. Different components could be produced 
in different parts of the world, which makes the production cost much cheaper,
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and, 6- with the increasing telecommunication facilities both causes 
centralized control points of production and also decentralized production 
activity. These developments contribute to the increasing importance given to 
cities: cities emerge as the important control points of the world economy in 
developed countries and as the environment that provides cheap labor for the 
world economy in third world countries. The strategic role played by the major 
cities of the industrialized world gains importance; for example they become the 
highly concentrated command points in the organization of the world economy, 
the key locations for transnational finance and specialized service firms (Sassen, 
1996: 62). The economic and social polarization in the city (the workers in the 
service sector and the informal sector who lack any kind of security guarantee 
versus those working in high quality jobs in finance and prestigious 
manufacturing sector) becomes highly visible. As mentioned by Berner (1997: 
100): “The immediate juxtaposition of global and local of rich and poor of sky 
scrapes and squatter shacks is characteristic of every metropolis and at least 
partly caused by globalization itself” The flow of technology and information 
which seems to be one of the most important aspects of globalization has found 
its place in the recent works of Manuel Castells within the importance given to 
the subject of global urban structure. As explained by Castells (1991) in a 
strong discursive manner, the dialectics between centralization and 
decentralization and the increasing tension between places and flows would 
reflect in the final analysis, the gradual transformation of the flows of power 
into power of flows. Castells in his later works, like Sassen approaches from a 
more macro-level perspective. He takes two metropolitan cities as the unit of
16
analysis, namely New York and Los Angeles, and concentrates on the 
innovative character of technology in shaping the economic and urban structure 
of the globalized city. With the technological revolution and the increasing 
importance of the flow of knowledge, highly paid jobs in advanced services and 
a high technology sector emerge. This causes the destruction of the middle 
level jobs in old manufacturing and the proliferation of new, low paid jobs both 
in services and in downgraded manufacturing (Castells, 1991; 213). In addition, 
a polarization in the inner city structure which originates from the occupational 
structure in general emerges. So, the access to information and technology 
determines the place of people in urban structure: “an urban social structure that 
exists on the basis of interaction between opposite and equally dynamic poles of 
the new informational economy whose developmental logic polarizes society, 
segments social groups, isolates cultures and segregates the uses of a shared 
culture” (Castells, 1992: 218).
Therefore, Castell’s “dual city” and the Sassen’s “global city” signify 
the importance of globalization process from the perspective of economic and 
technological developments throughout the world and metropolitan cities are 
regarded as the control points and the centers of this globalized world. Their 
theories can be regarded as part of the recent trend in social theory in terms of 
pointing out the global economic development that has important effects on the 
recent city structure. (Hence, although they do not have practically an important 
effect on the Turkish gecekondu literature, they provide important insights for 
the future predictions related to gecekondu and gecekondu’s recent position 
that can neither be explained by modernization theory nor Marxism in the 
classical sense.)
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What is lacking in both of these theoretical approaches is that the 
importance of cultural elements shaping the world global structure today has 
been neglected. As King mentioned, to build the notion of global city 
exclusively on economic terms would not be adequate. Alternative 
conceptualizations of the world space might be made -  cultural, religious or 
political. In order to understand the impact of economic globalization on urban 
structure, the concept of “global city” developed by Sassen (1996; 62) seems to 
be the most significant contribution to recent urban theory. Sassen, by pointing 
out to the important effects of globalization on economy, observed a dual trend 
in the world today; 1) a spatially dispersed organization of economic activity, 2) 
and on the other hand a globally integrated organization of economic activity 
(Sassen, 1996: 61). Thus, the dispersion of the economic activity and the intense 
division of labor throughout the world needed a high degree of control and 
organization. This process has also been pointed out by Castells (1991), but he 
emphasized the effects of technological revolution and informational mode of 
development on the global economy. Sassen (1994; 103) concentrated not only 
on the growth of financial industry and highly specialized services in the global 
city but also on low wage and unskilled labor brought by the expansion of 
service sector.
This macro-level study of the recent developments in global economy 
seems important in understanding the power relations in the world today. 
However, the exclusion of the majority of the “world cities” ( that are not like 
London, New York, Los Angeles,etc.) and extended focus on the “cities of 
primacy’X Sassen, 1994: 31) (in which highly dynamic financial markets and 
specialized service sectors are over valorized ) seem to create a limited
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understanding of the urban structure today. In fact, Sassen has tried to 
understand the relationship between the globalization process and the urban 
structure in economic sense, so it seems logical for her to take the “global city” 
as the unit of analysis. Furthermore she restricts her study on one aspect of the 
globalization process.
Another important area of study in urban social theory that gains 
additional importance after the 1980’s is space related discussions. Urban space 
and the increasing importance that it gains in urban theory seem to be important 
in making suggestions for new areas of study in Turkish gecekondu literature, 
'fherefore a short review of the spatial approaches to the city is suitable at this 
point.
1.1.3 Spatial Explanations
The local and the global living in the city together brings cultural 
pluralities, different cultural discourses and spatial representations. Yet,
“ .....the built environment, the material, the physical and spatial forms of the
city, is itself a representation of specific ideologies of social, political, 
economic, and cultural relations and practices of hierarchies and structures, 
which not only represent but also, inherently constitute these same relations and 
structures” (King, 1996: 4). This quotation from King is very important in 
signifying power relations operating through space in which space not only 
represents but also creates ideologies. When the issue comes to space or in its 
physical sense the urban land, David Harvey’s early work provides an 
influential start for understanding the recent gecekondu studies and structure
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in Turkey. Urban space and the importance of operating agencies in his theory 
may lead to a new research area in gecekondu literature if the determining 
strength of the spatial relations on gecekondu’s social , cultural and economic 
structures nowadays are taken into account.
Harvey tries to formulate a theory around the relation between use value 
and exchange value in the urban environment on the issue of urban land use.
He deals with housing market and land use by integrating different agencies 
into his analysis. His theory that is formulated around the issue of two different 
values of housing; namely, exchange and use values besides two different 
values of housing and land (housing having use value while land having 
exchange value) that have complicated relationship depending on the 
functioning of different agencies. This book is important in two respects; that is, 
it points out to the increasing dominance of the exchange value of housing over 
its use value with the operation of capitalist motives of agencies; and secondly it 
shows the differences in land and housing as two different commodities. As 
argued by Harvey (1973; 167): “if a commodity depends upon the coming 
together of use value and exchange value in the social act of exchange, then the 
things we call land and housing are apparently very different commodities 
depending upon the particular interest- group operating in the market.” These 
points related with the space created in the urban environment and its 
determining capacity of social and economic relations theoretically captures 
very important insights in themselves for understanding the creation of squatters 
and their changing nature through time. It is important in understanding the 
recent situation of gecekondu in Turkey especially after the 1980’s and the 
operation of different agencies like the land or housing mafia, landowners,
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gecekondu owners in determining the fate of the migrants or the new comers. 
The spatial issues and the role of agencies within a historical perspective are 
gaining great significance theoretically within the literature although spatial 
research or approaches are still few in number when compared with other 
approaches in the literature.
Harvey’s recent approach to urban issues has taken a more global 
character like many other approaches to urban now. His focus shifts from the 
spatial structures within the city to the spatial importance of some cities within 
the global arena. In “The Condition of Postmodemity”; like Sassen and Castells, 
he tries to understand the global urban system but from a different perspective; a 
spatial perspective ( Harvey, 1997).
In short, when we look at the general trend of the urban theories in 
advanced capitalist countries through a time period of forty of fifty years, the 
research area has widened from city context to global arena. The urban literature 
nowadays is dominated by the globalization discourse although the standpoints 
differ for each other.
1.2. THEORIES OF THIRD WORLD URBANIZATION: 
MARGINALITY DEBATE
Third World urbanization literature is to a great extent dominated by the 
discourses of dependency school and by the critical approach of dependent 
development. Besides this, it is common to observe a strong aim in the literature 
to define a common urbanization model for all third world countries. The 
modernization school which tries to explain every development in third world
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countries with reference to the developments in advanced capitalist countries
and their insistence on the diffusion of modem developments and models within
third world countries have been criticized by neo-Marxists that constitutes the
basis of dependency school. However, when they develop criticism they fall
into the same biased situation with modernization theories in which they also
establish a common dependency model that is applicable to all third world
countries. They try to develop an overarching formula which will provide a
universal explanation of how capitalism develops in the third world as a whole
(Mouzelis, 1988; 27), This criticism developed by many scholars recently, is
gaining important reliability among third world urbanization theorists.
Accordingly, an approach which is sensitive to the specifities of the countries as
Mouzelis puts in clear terms below, offers a new research agenda for the
scholars of the urbanization in the Third World (Mouzelis, 1988: 28,34):
If one goes beyond this very general level and spells out the specific 
mechanisms creating underdevelopment or dependent development in 
the third world (i.e. unequal exchange, technology transfers, the nature 
of multinational investments, unfavorable terms of trade, the nature of 
indigenous capitalist classes, the nature of the third world state etc.) 
then one will very soon have to admit that the generalizations put 
forward apply only to certain cases... In conclusion, it seems to me 
that the constmction of theories focusing on different third world 
trajectories can provide the best basis for showing how trends and 
contradictions on the international, global level work themselves out 
and articulate with institutional arrangements and group antagonisms 
within specific nation-states.
On the other hand, the balance between the agency and structure has to be 
maintained in Marxism according to Mouzelis, since it has been broken either 
by ultra-voluntaristic class theories that end up by explaining all social 
developments in terms of the Machiavellian mechanj?ation of a dominant actor.
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or, at the other pole, by theories stressing structural constraints and 
contradictions to such an extent that actors are reduced, to use Althusser’s 
expression, to mere bearers of structures (Mouzelis, 1988; 36). In order to make 
a critical review of the Third World urbanization theories, the reductionist bias 
of Marxist theories has to be taken into consideration, since, it is this 
reductionism which prisons also the Turkish gecekondu literature ( which can 
be considered as part of third world literature) into the domain of a few 
theoretical models which are also applied to all other third world countries, and 
this process has put limits on the creative ability of the researchers that will be 
dealt in detail in later chapters.
1.2.1. Marginality Debate
The most influential debate of the third world urbanization literature on Turkish 
gecekondu literature is the marginality debate. Particularly, the 1970’s were the 
times when this debate dominated the social sciences. On the other hand, the 
supposition that poor population in the urban environment culturally, politically, 
economically were marginal when compared to the rest of the population was 
highly criticized at that time by many scholars like Perlman and Roberts. They 
have been opposed to the basic premises of marginality theory that can be 
generalized as follows; i) Urban poor is culturally marginal or in the most 
optimistic sense they can develop a subculture in the urban environment. Their 
marginality originates from the fact that they can not develop urban cultural 
habits because of their traditional or rural cultural backgrounds and because of 
the poverty they experience in urban environment, ii) They are politically 
marginal in the sense that they have a tendency to support radical and marginal
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groups or many argue that the reason of their marginalization lies in their 
indifference to the political issues, iii) They are economically marginal in the 
sense that they cannot take part in the formal part of the economy even in the 
informal. So, to review some of the basic premises of this debate in these three 
domains above will be helpful for further discussion.
1.2.1.1 Cultural Marginality
The most debated theory of marginality is Oscar Lewis’s culture of 
poverty thesis. It is an anthropological attempt as defined by Lewis to find clues 
related with the way of life which develops among some of the poor under the 
conditions of poverty (Lewis, 1970; 69). The culture of poverty is defined by 
him as both “ an adaptation and a reaction of the poor to their marginal position 
in a class-stratified, highly individuated, capitalist society” (Lewis, 1970:69). 
However, the theory of Lewis is misunderstood by many scholars’ works and is 
highly criticized. Although he mentions about the objections related with 
generalizing his theoretical model to every socio-cultural context regardless of 
taking into account the time and space related specifities, many of his followers 
misuse his theory. Fatalism, political ineffectiveness or unwillingness to create 
social relations on part of the urban poor that were defined by Lewis as the 
behavioral traits of culture of poverty are criticized and misunderstood by many 
scholars of the Third World. It is evaluated and blamed as a theory that captures 
in itself a middle class bias and also a tendency of blaming the victim. As 
mentioned by Perlman (1976; 115): “Social scientists describe the differences 
between the poor and idealized middle- class norm then concentrate on the 
symptoms rather than the causes of these differences.” Perlman by presenting
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her survey data that was collected in 1968-1969 in Rio de Janerio as the basis, 
tries to object the basic premises of culture of poverty thesis. She is against the 
idea that certain personality traits will arise in response to a situation of 
deprivation and that traits are perpetuated through the socialization process to 
subsequent generations, persisting even in the face of objective changes of in 
economic or social circumstances (Perlman, 1976; 114). She has found 
evidences in her research that urban poor in most cases does not cany these kind 
of traits. First of all “the lives of favelados are rich in associational experience 
commonly imbued with friendship and cooperative spirit, and relatively free 
from crime and interpersonal violence” ( Perlman, 1976: 136). They have future 
plans and wish to be upwardly mobile and they are active in order to realize 
these ends. Roberts who has very parallel arguments with Perlman, blame the 
approaches of Vekeman & Guisti and Oscar Lewis which are defending the 
culture of poverty thesis as elitist in its content. As mentioned by him (Roberts, 
1978; 140): “Such approaches underestimate the resourcefulness of the poor and 
the extent to which they participate actively in urban economic and political 
life” The important argument of marginality thesis that the urban poor is 
culturally and socially marginal because they survive the practices of traditional 
and rural life in the city has been criticized by Roberts. For example, the 
existence of ethnic identity in urban situations is not simply a survival of rural 
practices, but is a direct response to the exigencies of survival in a competitive 
urban economy where economic opportunities are scarce according to him ( 
Roberts, 1978; 141). He also points out how the relations in religious sects are 
used as useful tools in order to search for new economic opportunities by the
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poor. “ The relationships established in sects were reinforced through frequent 
meetings and travel, on church business, throughout the city, and were often the 
basis of business partnership or the exchange of economically useful 
information” (Roberts, 1978: 145). These arguments of both Perlman and 
Roberts have affected the researches done in Turkey The importance and 
advantages of kinship and “hemşehrilik” relations, religious and sectarian 
associations as the survival mechanism for gecekondu population have been 
pointed out in various studies. On the other hand, today there may appear a need 
for constructing an original research in order to understand the changing nature 
of poverty in the sense that Lewis’s theory can provide a useful starting point to 
understand the recent structure of poverty which increases in great percentages 
in most of the third world countries.
In short, the culture of poverty thesis has received important and strong 
criticisms and the basic argument of these criticisms is that the urban poor is not 
marginal, but is excluded by the societal, institutional and structural forces. 
However, Lewis’s work is considered by some other scholars as a valuable 
anthropological contribution and they neglect many of its criticisms in which 
misreadings of the theory are apparent. Harvey and Reed in their recent article 
(1966; 466, 467) criticize the critics of Lewis and offers a new reading of 
Lewis’s theory;
When compared to other approaches of poverty, the virtue of 
Lewis’s thesis lies in the clarity with which it demonstrates that 
poverty’s subculture is not a mere “tangle of pathology”, but 
consists, instead, a set of positive adaptive mechanisms. These 
adaptive mechanisms are socially constructed, that is, collectively 
fabricated by the poor from the substance of their everyday lives, 
and they allow the poor to survive in otherwise impossible 
material and social conditions... Unlike other explanations of 
poverty, it concedes the poor have been damaged by the
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system but insists this damage does not clinically disqualify them 
from determining, their own fate. This last judgement is 
something many social scientists of both the left and right have 
forgotten.
The idea of subculture which was first introduced by Lewis has very 
much influenced the Turkish literature that the transition of gecekondu culture 
from “subculture” to a culture that reaches the capacity of transforming the city 
culture in general, has been undermined by many of the scholars. Recent studies 
of culture more than past deal with the ethnic and religious communities in the 
city and the operation of different agencies and structures. However, whether 
they are functional for the survival of the population or they are closed cultural 
community systems, or whether both of these assumptions are true needs the 
constitution of a multifaceted and serious research in both theoretical and 
methodological terms.
1.2.1.2 Political Marginality
The assumption that urban poor is a politically marginal population is criticized 
by many scholar works in third world gecekondu literature. Many researches 
have been made contrary to that view, and although they have various 
approaches to the issue, they share the same idea that urban poor are politically 
active and cannot be accepted as marginal. The most strong and clear argument 
has been made by Roberts about political marginality, he rejects the idea of that 
kind of marginality among the urban poor by giving example from his study in 
Guatemala City (1978; 152);
I found high levels of political involvement and awareness
among the poor; indeed two thirds of the families in one squatter
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settlement owned and listened to a radio and the large majority 
of them claim that they occasionally heard both Radio 
Havana from Cuba and the Voice of America from United 
States. Even where authoritarian regimes severely restrict party 
politics or abolish them altogether, the poor are still active in 
bureaucratic politics, seeking to lobby the various branches of 
urban and national government and to develop patronage 
relationships with influential military and civilian 
leaders.
These arguments show parallel tendencies with some researches done in Turkey 
that stress the importance of patron-client relations operated as a result of 
populist policies in which different mechanisms operate in favor of the 
gecekondu population.
Political marginality thesis particularly nowadays, seems not to be 
efficient in the sense that the urban poor population constitute the majority of 
the urban population in most of the big third world cities. Even, only in 
quantitative terms, they mean much for politicians and political activity as 
potential voters. However, this does not mean that they can develop 
bureaucratic and political contacts very easily.
One important criticism can be made to the critics of marginality 
theory at that point that, they fall into the same weaknesses with their opposites. 
They provide counter data in order to prove their thesis and in a sense generalize 
this counter data to all the third world cities, just like the supporters of 
marginality thesis. However, when the country specific agencies, structures, 
historical context are taken into account, it will not be so easy to make 
generalization. Susan Eckstein in her article “Poor versus the State and Capital” 
(1990:12) provides an example for a complicated analysis of a social movement 
that is processed and is successful under special conditions which may not lead
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to successful results if activated under inappropriate conditions. She tries to
understand the dynamics of a successful social movement in a poor
neighborhood in El Centro and she develops a multidimensional approach to the
success of this movement. The experience of El Centro suggests that the inner
city is worthy of preservation and that people who live and work there are
willing and able to fight for rights to their community.
Protest movements among the economically and politically weak are 
especially likely to occur when a community of people ( defined 
territorially or functionally) with social and cultural bonds experience 
sudden economic deprivation, when they seek attractive alternatives 
to ‘exit’ and seek individual solutions to their plight, and when they 
have the support o f ‘better situated’ individuals and groups. The 
experience of El Centro also suggests that movements are likely to 
succeed under such circumstances if the state claims rule in the name 
of democracy. ( Eckstein, 1990: 294).
This kind of analyses which includes both the political structure and the 
relations and conditions of different agencies is able to provide a more 
reliable data when compared to the other theories that has a high generalizing 
tendency. Castells in his book The Urban Question offers a complicated and 
multifaceted approach to Third World urbanization. The approach offered 
includes the matrix relation among four fundamental processes; 1) the political 
of the social formation in which the city ( or urban system) is situated and in 
particular, the degree of autonomy of bureaucratic stratum in relation to external 
interests. 2) The type of agrarian society in which the process of urbanization 
develops. 3) The type of dependency relation maintained and , in particular the 
concrete articulation of the three types of domination - colonial, commercial and 
industrial 4) the autonomous impact of industrialization proper to the dependent 
society ( Castells, 1977; 48,49). He also mentions like Eckstein, to escape from 
generalizations when writing about third world urbanization. From a political
29
perspective, because he has a conflict ridden approach to the urban issue, 
Castells sees the term contradiction rather than marginalization as more 
appropriate in defining the place of the poor population living in shanty towns. 
(Castells, 1977; 57) As a result, the social and cultural movements in the urban 
environment by the poor constitute one of the most important research area 
nowadays in, understanding, the political realm efficiently.
1.2.1.3 Economic Marginality
Since the third world urbanization theory in general is dominated by 
Marxist theories as a strong response to the claims of the modernization theory, 
the economic structure of the third world cities and the role of urban poor in this 
structure constitute one of the most studied issues in the literature. The theories 
of the 1960’s and 1970’s mainly deal with the occupational structure of the 
urban poor and try to develop a typology on the basis of it. At that time, the 
most popular question was whether the urban poor was economically marginal 
or not. The most common answer to the question -when we also take the 
Turkish literature into consideration- is that urban poor is excluded from the 
benefits of the production realm; however, they are not excluded from the 
consumption sphere of the economy which is beneficial for the survival of the 
capitalist system. Gilbert and Gugler say that Third World cities are 
characterized by an excess of labor with limited skills. “Open unemployment 
constitutes only one facet of urban surplus labor. A second element is 
underemployment, i.e. the tasks at hand could be satisfactorily carried out by 
fewer persons” (Gilbert & Gugler, 1982; 67). The presence of the urban poor
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in the informal sector of the economic activity or being underemployed make
people think of this population as marginal. However, the informal economy
just like the formal one, provides some functions for the economy and state. At
least, it faces the consumption needs of the poor population; otherwise, the state
might be responsible in the realm of social welfare activities.
However, recent works whose primary interest is increasing poverty
among the urban poor (for example, Roberts, 1995) and the continuing
migration from rural to urban and also from urban to urban gives the first
signals of real economic marginality. The population faces the danger of the
exclusion from both the production and the consumption side of the economy.
Poverty which is the most important issue debated, especially after the 1990’s,
has been pointed out also by Roberts in his recent work. The level of poverty
has increased dramatically in most of the Latin American cities in 1990 when
compared to the 1980’s. As Roberts mentioned (Roberts, 1995: 153):
In the 1980’s the Latin American economies increasingly 
adopted free market policies aimed at stimulating the private 
sector and reducing state intervention in the economy. These had 
a negative impact on urban middle and working classes, 
especially the lower middle class, formal and informal working 
classes.
Therefore, it is even difficult to determine the place of urban poor in the flexible 
urban economic market today than the 1960’s or 70’s.
1.2.2. CONCLUSION
In sum, the urban theories in advanced capitalist countries and the Third World 
urbanization theories have changed their discourses to a great extent in forty 
years time. Theories of advanced capitalist countries shift their interest from
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the social, economic, cultural and political structure within the limits of city to a 
more extended analyses which deals with the complicated relation of cities as 
part of a global environment. They can be considered as important in 
understanding the global economic conditions in world today and the changing 
relations of production. Importance given to these changing relations and to new 
areas of conflict (the transition of conflicts within the production realm to 
conflicts within the consumption realm) can be considered as the important 
contribution of these theories. Cultural issues which gain prestigious place with 
the globalization debate find themselves a special place in recent urban theories 
of advanced capitalist countries. Cities in a sense represent the micro model of 
the global in both cultural, economic and political terms. This process increases 
their value as a subject matter.
When we analyze the Third World urbanization theories, a tendency of 
explaining everything in common terms with other third world countries has 
been observed. In the 1960’s and 70’s, the theories in general dealt with the 
issue of finding a suitable place for the migrant population in the urban 
environment. Since the issue has been new at that time, the rural and urban 
continuum and the relation between the two was still alive. There was a 
tendency to define the identity of migrant population with reference to rural or 
traditional. However, the increasing level of migration that leads to the 
increasing number of migrants within the city population makes it difficult to 
define a pure urban culture on the opposite side of the rural culture. Since the 
economic global conditions make the lives of migrant population everyday 
more difficult in the urban environment, the social movements that are
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expressed in ethnic, cultural or religious terms are becoming visible. This 
change in the form of collective action is constituted by developments over 
time in the economy, state and civil society ( Walton, 1998: 3). However, the 
general tendency of understanding third world by applying common theoretical 
models has been gradually replaced by the comparative approach which gives 
special emphasis to the specifities of the countries.
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CHAPTER 2.
CRITICAL REVIEW OF THE GECEKONDU LITERATURE IN 
TURKEY WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO THE 
MODERNIZATION APPROACH (1950-1980)
2.1 INTRODUCTION
As argued in the first chapter, gecekondu studies in Turkey are to a large extent 
affected by the urbanization theories in the advanced capitalist countries and at 
the same time by the debates in the Third World Urbanization literature which 
can be considered itself as part of this literature. The studies related with 
gecekondu and the city that were conducted especially in the 1960’s and the 
70’s in Turkey were on a large scale affected by the modernization approach. 
Modernization approach which usually contains an elitist bias and the neo- 
Marxists theories that contain an economic reductionist bias can be considered 
as the two important waves of thought that dominate gecekondu studies in 
Turkey. It is this two- sided reductionism which prisons the literature into the 
domain of few theoretical models and puts limits on the conceptual and 
methodological tools of the researchers as mentioned in the previous chapter. 
Whether dominated by the modernization approach or by the critics of it 
(namely, the dependency school), the main question of the studies in Turkey is
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the “integration issue” of the gecekondu population. The problem of integration 
seems to be a legitimate subject if the historical conditions of the time are taken 
into consideration. Gecekondu studies that were conducted in the 1960’s dealt 
mainly with this integration problem on part of the migrant population. The 
numerical strength of the gecekondu population was not proven yet and the 
rural-urban migration was relatively a new process at that time. It has not taken 
a permanent character yet as mentioned in the first section of this chapter. 
However, in some research besides the historical and context related effects, the 
general approach of the researcher related to the migrant population may cause 
some problems on the scientific claims of the studies. These are going to be 
analyzed in a more detailed way in the following pages.
In most of early the studies “rural gecekondu population” was 
perceived as an obstacle in front of the ideals of modernization towards “ideal 
city” and “urban individual”(who has values and attitudes that are determined 
by the ideals of modernization towards urban way of life.) Both the culture of 
poverty approach and the situational approach attempt to explain the same 
thing: the poor often appear to behave differently from the nonpoor (Shannon, 
1983: 94). The migrants who are accepted as urban poor in Turkish case were 
also evaluated on these grounds in these early studies. Whether the tendency of 
the researcher is to show some innate characteristic of culture of poverty among 
the poor population or not, the main aim is to compare the urban poor with the 
general city population. The weakest point of the modernization approach 
emerges from this comparison; that is the attempt to accept a common typical 
city culture or city population which can be present in every society in the same
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way regardless of time and space.
The concepts “ideal city” and “ideal urbanite” are the results of an 
approach that defines rural and urban on the opposite poles of one continuum. 
This opposition in urban theoiy was first defined by Wirth as the “urban way of 
life” which was totally different from rural way of life. The urban way of life as 
defined by Wirth is totally different from village life and does not capture in 
itself traditional elements. ( Saunders, 1986: 99) As mentioned in the previous 
chapter, it is not possible to talk about traditional elements in a city which 
completes its development to the highest degree according to Wirth. Therefore, 
in the light of this approach any traditional element in the city can only be 
defined as a “transitory space” .^ In a city that is defined by the heterogeneity of 
the population and structures, the traditional life practices like close relation 
with relatives, fellow countrypeople and neighbors will disappear soon ( Wirth, 
1981: 70). This wave of thought has strong effects on gecekondu studies in 
Turkey. These studies are going to be analyzed in the following pages of this 
chapter. They are considered in the first category whose key word is 
“transition”.
The second category which is the least presented one in Turkish 
literature was influenced mostly by the “culture of poverty” thesis of Oscar 
Lewis ( Lewis, 1970). Different from the above categoiy, this approach 
conceptualizes gecekondu and gecekondu culture a substructure or a subculture 
of the city. Their standpoint is different, since they define gecekondu not as a 
transitory structure but relatively permanent one present within the dominant 
city structure and culture. As will be mentioned in the following pages of this
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chapter, Lewis’s theory has been misused to a large extent by his Turkish 
followers as it was misused by other scholars in other countries (for example, 
Tiirkdogan, 1977). Contrary to many of his followers, Lewis repeatedly 
mentioned about the dangers of creating common cultural- typical patterns 
about city population in general and urban poor in particular when criticizing 
Wirth’s theory as follows (1970; 60);
Socia l life is not a  m ass phenomenon. It occurs for the most part in 
small groups, within the family, within households, within 
neighborhoods, within the Church, in both formal and informal 
groups. Any generalizations about the nature of social life in the city 
must be based upon careful studies of these smaller universes rather 
than apriori statements about the city as a whole.
He is also against the idea that the culture of poverty approach can easily be 
applied to all societies in every historical moment; “it is a serious mistake to 
lump all poor people together, because the causes, the meaning and the 
consequences of poverty vary considerably in different socio-cultural contexts.” 
( Lewis, 1970; 79) So this particularistic approach developed by Lewis in order 
to understand the position of urban poor in the city, is neither holistic nor 
irresponsive to the specific socio-cultural contexts as understood by many of his 
followers. The concept of “marginality” that was originated as a result of these 
complex debates can be accepted as theoretically the most influential point of 
discussion in third world urbanization literature.
The third and the most represented category in the Turkish literature is 
the debate that originated in opposition to the marginality debate. They develop 
their arguments against the idea which accepts urban poor or gecekondu
 ^Space is used here to refer cultural, political and economic life practices besides the physical 
characteristics of gecekondu.
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population as marginal in political, economic cultural and social life spaces. 
The research in this category try to define the condition of urban poor in 
relation with the macro political and economic factors. Therefore, they make 
their claims against the ideology which assumes that urban poor has some 
negative innate characteristics or at most some characteristics originated as 
a result of their rural origin or poverty. In that sense, the behavioral attribu tes  ^
that are supposed to be present among urban poor population are refuted by the 
studies in the third category. Their two important representatives in the third 
world urbanization literature may be accepted as Perlman ( 1976) and Roberts 
(1978). Their theories and approaches to urban poor has been mentioned in the 
previous chapter in detail.
Although, gecekondu studies have used the conceptual and 
methodological frameworks of the theories mentioned above, it is not possible 
to find exact counterparts for these three categories in the Turkish literature. 
Rather they can be considered as the Turkish version of these theoretical 
models. However, in parallel with the aim of this thesis, the studies that have 
ideologically and methodologically similar approaches will be put in the same 
category. Because, the objective of this chapter is to critically examine the 
gecekondu studies in Turkey which were influenced by the imported theoretical 
models, I particularly focus on two problem areas regarding the conceptual and 
methodological aspects of these gecekondu studies. However, before that it is 
useful to mention the general trends and transformations in migration process in 
Turkey through history as mentioned in the introduction chapter of the thesis.
 ^Tlie behavioral attributes that define urban poor marginal in every aspect o f life. Fatahsm, 
being closed to outsiders, political irresponsiveness, having jobs in the “infonnal” part of the 
economy, taking side physically in the periphery o f the city, etc.
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2.2 A SHORT HISTORY OF MIGRATORY TRENDS IN 
TURKEY ( 1950-1995)
In the history of migration the 1950’s can be considered as an important time 
that symbolizes the first major break with the rural land. The process of change 
in almost every domain of life in the Turkish Republic began to take its 
permanent character during these years. After the 1950’s, towards the ideal of 
industrialization and the mechanization of agriculture, many projects were put 
on the agenda of the country. Thousands of tractors and other mechanical tools 
entered into the small villages of Turkey with the Marshall Aid of the United 
States during those years. As Kiray (1999: 161) mentioned, these developments 
led to many irreversible structural changes, such as the agricultural 
mechanization, urbanization and the transformation of villagers into wage 
laborers. Gecekondu formations can be observed in other third world countries 
where structural changes in agricultural production are present with the 
concentration of large numbers of migrants in the city and where there is 
relatively low level of industrialization according to Kiray (Kiray, 1998: 90). 
This model seems relevant also for Turkey by taking into account the 
insufficient level of industrialization of the time that contributed to the 
permanent character of gecekondus. Agricultural mechanization and the 
specialized production of cash crops that were encouraged by the state 
contributed to an increase in the number of “displaced farmers in the pool of 
potential migrants to the city” (Keleş & Danielson, 1985: 213). “Gurbetçilik”, 
which means literally “in strange lands” or “outside of one’s home,” which is a
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form of seasonal migration was born (Karpat, 1976: 54) during those years. 
This early type of migration did not have a permanent character. In the 1950’s 
and the 1960’s most of the migrants in the city had strong links with their 
villages. Usually the male members of the households migrated to city while 
leaving the women and children back in the village. If there is anyone in the 
family who can do the farm work and if the family has any farm that can be 
planted it is possible to talk about a dual earning on part of the families during 
that period (Keyder: 1262). There were two patterns of migration in the I950’s 
that were often observed; first one is the “migration from village to a smaller 
town then to a city, namely indirect migration”; and the second one is the 
“migration from one or more smaller towns to a city, namely semi-direct 
migration” (Karpat 1976; 26). In that sense the migration process in that period 
can be conceptualized as the beginning of accumulation of knowledge and 
experience on the part of migrants in the city environment. The migration 
process that was directed mainly by the “push factors” until that time began to 
be transformed into a more permanent form of migration that was directed by 
the combination of “push and pull factors” With the expanding knowledge in 
the city, the combination of push and pull factors led to a change in the form of 
migration. The families in the village began to come to the city. The gecekondu 
structure that was rarely observable in the early 1950’s began to be seen in large 
numbers in the late 1960’s (Şenyapıh, 1982).
Push factors can be defined as the insufficient living conditions in tlie rural side. The main 
problems can be listed like tliat; tlie unbalanced system of land ownership, the decreaisng 
percentage of land per individual with the rapid increase in population and tlie mechanization of 
agriculture.
 ^Pull faetors can be defined as the attractive opportunities in urban environment. The main 
opportunities can be listed like tliat: the education and healtli facilities, the wide range of work 
chances, and entertainment facilities.
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Towards the end of the 1960’s and the early 1970’s gecekondu in its 
classical image was present in the city environment. Since they were built in one 
night on the treasury land or on private land, take their special name “built 
overnight”. In parallel with these developments, gecekondu formation and the 
interest in that formation increased during that period. The approach that 
evaluated migration and gecekondu formation as a temporary process was 
altered particularly after the 1970’s and its permanent character began to be 
realized. The participation of the migrant population in the production realm of 
the economic activity and the interest in this participation constituted one of the 
main subject matters of the studies till that time. However, after the 1970’s the 
participation of gecekondu population in the consumption sphere of the 
economy began to be realized. Şenyapılı for the first time defined the main 
space of integration of the gecekondu population into the city life as the 
consumption sphere of the economic system (Şenyapılı, 1982a: 111). This was 
an important finding, since gecekondu population began to be evaluated as 
functional for society and permanent part of it rather than marginal.
In the political realm, the five year development plans particularly after 
the 1970’s dealt with gecekondu and its problems by preparing various projects. 
However, these projects conceptualized gecekondu and its formation mainly as 
a physical and planning issue. Besides, the political parties that perceived 
migrant population as potential voters particularly in municipal elections caused 
the emergence of laws that pardoned the construction of gecekondus. Most of 
the time they legitimized them. “The emergence of new party- directed 
patronage patterns independent of traditional patron client- ties” could be best 
(Özbudun, 1981: 258) expressed or reflected in the relationship between
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parties and the migrant people living in gecekondus. In that sense, the 
politicians cannot find or develop permanent policies related with the 
gecekondu. As mentioned by Heper (Heper, 1978; 40), “politicians on the one 
hand enacted laws forbidding the new squatter houses, on the other hand they 
overtly and covertly encouraged squatter houses.” However, the positive public 
image of the gecekondus as the shelters for poor people was dominant in the 
1970’s and the early 1980’s. Migration as a percentage was high during those 
years but the sudden expansion of migration after 1984 was caused mainly by 
political reasons.
The gecekondu law that was established in 1984 was a turning point in 
the history of gecekondu and migration. This law did not only legitimize 
gecekondus but also gave permission for building four story buildings on lands 
( Friedrich Ebert, 1996; 17). This is the turning point in the history of 
gecekondu formation. I ’he gecekondu formation process changed in two 
respects during that period. First, it took a permanent character and second, it 
led to an unfair land and building speculation (Kiray, 1998; 93). The increasing 
scarcity of urban land and continuing migration process as structural factors 
contributed to the capitalization of gecekondu construction. New actors emerged 
to take benefit from this capitalization process; namely land speculators and 
land mafia. As a result of these processes the tendency of the migrants to live 
with their fellow country people (hemşehri) has diminished. On the other hand 
the public image of gecekondu began to change as a result of the rapid 
transformation of gecekondus into apartments. Gecekondu dwellers have been 
perceived as the ones who gain unjust benefit from this process.
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In the 1990’s a new and an important type of migration emerged. This 
migration is different from the ones that have been explained till here. Although 
between the 1950’s and the 1990’s, it is possible to talk about the structural 
causes of migration such as pull and push factors and policies of governments, 
the decision of migration was taken by the individual migrant voluntarily. But in 
the 1990’s, the problems in the South Eastern part of Turkey caused a new type 
of migration to emerge the forced migration. This new migration will be 
analyzed in detail in the fourth chapter.
In sum, a short look at the history of migration in Turkey gives clues 
about the transformation taking place in the structure of gecekondu and also the 
urban environment. Whether these transformations have any effect on the 
gecekondu literature through history is going to be dealt with in the following 
pages.
2.3 GECEKONDU: AN URBANIZING STRUCTURE IN 
THE MODERNIZING CITY
Nearly all the gecekondu studies in Turkey are important in providing 
empirical data (the income level of the families, demographic data about 
families, migration data, the physical appearance of gecekondu, etc.) and in 
understanding the material conditions of gecekondu population. However, most 
of them fail to understand their cultural, social and political conditions. Rather 
they focus on the integration problem of the gecekondu population and try to 
understand their social position in relation with the rest of the city population. It 
seems legitimate for these studies to focus on integration problem especially in 
the early periods of migration. One important reason that makes the
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integration question so popular among the early studies in the literature is due 
to the perception of rural-urban migration as a new phenomenon at the time. It 
was historically legitimate to a degree at that time to talk about rural and urban 
culture. The migrants coming into the city environment have been perceived as 
the ones who are strange to “urban culture” and as the ones coming from the 
other pole of the rural-urban, continuum. (However, if their presence  in the city 
has been accepted as problematic by the scholar, the problems related with 
his/her approach has begun. The second reason for the popularity of integration 
question is related with the individual standpoints of the researchers. In most of 
the cases the researcher, ideologically, gives gecekondu population an 
“otherness” and tries to understand the position of this “other” population with 
the spectacles of “urban middle class individual”. Most of the studies in this 
category deal with the question of whether gecekondu population is an 
integrated part of the city, if not, what kind of changes take place in the life of 
the migrants towards the values and behavioral norms of “urban life” after the 
migration process. This kind of studies, under the influence of modernization 
theories accept a unilinear transformation in the life of the migrants to the ideal 
“ urban way of life”. It can be accepted as normal and observable in everyday 
life that there are some important changes operating in the life of the migrants 
after coming to the city. However, whether these changes are unilinear or 
whether the gecekondu population can be seen as ineffective on city structure 
are questions that must be debated.
The research within this tradition most of the time import some “urban 
and urbanization models” ( for example, Kartal, 1992; Yasa, 1973) and try to
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understand the position of the gecekondu population within these models. The 
study of Kartal which is “Türkiye’de Kentlileşme”(To Become Urbanized in 
Turkey) and the research of Yasa which is “Gecekondu Ailesi: Geçiş Halinde 
Bir Aile Tipolojosi”( Gecekondu Family: A Family Typology in Transition) 
have been taken as the case studies that are going to be examined in this section. 
These studies have been selected because they constitute typical examples for 
the categoiy that evaluates gecekondu as a transitory structure that will be 
disappear in the city structure. It will be suitable to talk about the strong 
influence of modernization approach on these two studies. In order to examine 
the general, conceptual and methodological approaches of these studies, they 
are going to be analyzed separately by taking into account their major concerns 
and objectives. Then it will be possible to make a detailed analysis on the basis 
of their approaches.
Kartal’s study is a result of a field research that was conducted in 1977 
and 1978 with 402 respondents who migrated from the province of Çankırı to 
Ankara between the years 1949 and 1978. His main concerns are to develop a 
model that explains in economic and social terms the process of “becoming 
urbanized” and to test this model by the empirical data of the field research 
(Kartal, 1992: 43). His theoretical model is constituted by two main parts which 
are the economic space namely the infrastructure of the individual and social 
space namely superstructure of the individual^ (Kartal, 1992: 51). The
The “iafrasUoicturc” of tlic individual is used lo indieale Uie economic space of the individual; 
the ability of the individual lo produce economic value, gain some ecoiiomic benefits from tliis 
process and the ways o f using these economic benefits. The “ superstructure” o f tlie individual 
is used to indicate the social spiice of the individual. This space includes everything related witli 
llie socia l; belief system, behaviors or altitudes, spiritual values system, etc.
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transformations occurring in these two life spaces in relation with the time spent 
by the migrant in the city constitute the general framework of the research.
His schematic explanation of the processes that the gecekondu population has 
gone through is a good example of the type of research that offers a linear 
model of modernization. Kartal’s five stage schema is thought to model the 
phases passed through by the migrant between his/her life in the village and 
his/her life in the city. The change from the stage where the migrant has no 
relation with the city to the stage where the migrant terminates all relations with 
the village and becomes to be present socially and economically only in the 
urban environment has been explained by the schematic explanation (Kartal, 
1982: 137). Particularly the second generation migrant is defined by the 
researcher as fully urbanized because his/her economic and social space is 
constituted in the urban environment. For the first generation migrant, both the 
superstructure and the infrastructure are transformed towards the ideal urban 
forms as a result of a process that begins in the village and ends in the city. 
However, it is not possible to accept the first generation migrant as fully 
urbanized particularly in social domain according to the premises of this model 
because of the two sided effect of rural and urban environment on individual. 
After this short summary of the theoretical model offered by Karpat, it will be 
useful to examine the general, conceptual and methodological approaches of 
the researcher and his study.
In his theoretical model, Kartal defines two different “types of persons” 
on the opposite poles of modernization continuum. First one is “rural person” 
(kırsal insan) (Kartal, 1982: 141) who lives in the village and caiTİes on the rural
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practices in his/her social and economic space Second one is the “urban 
person” (kentsel insan) (Kartal, 1982; 141) who lives in city and carries on the 
urban practices in his/her social and economic space. According to the premises 
of this theoretical model if a rural person migrates to the city and lives there for 
a certain period of time (This period is 25 or 30 years according to the findings 
of this research.) his/her social and economic space begins to be shaped by 
urban practices. Kartal’s theoretical model does not capture any value 
statements till here that can give clues about the general approach of the 
scientist. However, in the section where he deals with the social transformation 
on the part of migrants, he defines the rural value system and rural way of life as 
something that has to be “escaped from” (Kartal, 1992: 228). In a sense the 
migrant who adopts the urban way of life flilly in social and economic terms are 
approved by the researcher while the others are accepted as the potential actors 
of tension in the city. This is a complicated relationship between the researcher 
and the researched if Kartal’s gecekondu origin is taken into account. He 
perceives gecekondu as an undesirable structure in social and economic terms. 
The destruction and reconstruction processes of gecekondus are considered as 
costly and harmful for the country as a waste of economic resources by the 
arguments of the researcher. In social terms, it is undesirable, because it 
postpones the transformation process of the migrants to “urban human". In that 
sense, the disadvantages of gecekondu formation outweigh the advantages 
according to the premises of the study. In that sense, similar with the other 
studies in the tradition of modernization approach the urban and everything 
related with the urban become idealized. The main objects of the study namely 
rural migrants seem to be considered as the rural other by the researcher.
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Rather than dealing with the macro reasons of gecekondu formation, in some 
parts of the study, a kind of “blaming the victim” approach has been observed. 
For example, in the section where the researcher deals with the planning 
problems of the cities, he accuses the gecekondu builders as “rural planners” 
more than the politicians and educated planners as the cause of unplanned 
urbanization (Kartal, 1992: 27). The politicians are considered as guilty because 
they condone the activities of rural planners according to the arguments of the 
study. In that sense the macro political, economic and social causes of migration 
and gecekondu formation are to a large extent neglected in this study. The 
beneficial sides of the gecekondu construction, for example its contribution to 
the economy of the country by decreasing state’s welfare responsibilities are 
totally undermined. The survival strategies on part of the migrants and the 
positive sides of gecekondus that provide psychological, social, and economic 
help for the migrants are neglected by him.
In sum, the general approach of the scientist puts a distance between 
himself and the researched. Although, in the beginning of his study he mentions 
about the uses of the observations that he has gained in his childhood gecekondu 
life, he cannot escape from conceptualizing gecekondu population as rural other 
in his theoretical discourse. This problem is observed in other studies that are 
going to be examined in the following pages of the thesis. The distance between 
the researcher and the researched may originate from the conceptual or 
theoretical framework of the studies which are under the influence of 
modernization approach. Therefore there is also a need to examine the 
conceptual and methodological framework of the study.
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In order to show the interrelations between the conceptual and 
methodological approaches it will be suitable to examine them together. The 
conceptual framework of Kartal’s study is to a large extent dominated by the 
modernization approach as was mentioned in the previous pages of the thesis. 
The definition of urbanization or “becoming urbanized” are made according to 
the grand explanations of modernization. For example “becoming urbanized” 
was defined by the increase in political participation, the change in the religious 
practices, change in the value judgements about working women and education, 
increasing participation in organizations and unions, etc. These changes are 
taken as the indicators for urbanization and are accepted as the behavioral 
characteristics of urban way of living under the modernization approach. 
However, to understand the change towards above value and behavior patterns 
may not necessarily mean “becoming urbanized”. As will be mentioned towards 
the end of this chapter this behavioral change rather than pointing out a real 
value change may point out some survival strategy on the individual or 
community level. For example, an analyses of the associations that the 
gecekondu population begin to take part may show that this act does not 
necessarily mean a break with traditional forms, rather they may serve for the 
survival of the traditional forms, like hemşehri associations, neighborhood 
associations or religious associations. This research and the similar other ones 
may seem logical if they are analyzed within the conceptual framework of 
modernization. However, when the issue is examined out of the theoretical tools 
of modernization approach, many criticisms can be made. In that sense to 
construct an urbanization model and prepare closed-ended survey questions to 
test this model may not be a good way to understand the reality of the
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gecekondu population. However, it can be a suitable way of approving the 
modernization model.
The methodological problems with this unilinear model of “becoming 
urbanized” have many things in common with the general criticisms of the 
modernization approach. Kartal defines five stages in the process of becoming 
urbanized. In the first stage the migrant has no relation with the city and his 
economic and social spaces are present only in the rural. T herefore the migrant 
at this stage can be considered as fully rural according to the model. In the 
second stage where the migrant begins to work in the city as a seasonal or 
temporary worker, his social and economic space includes the rural completely 
and the urban partially. When the migrant takes the decision of permanent 
migration and comes to the city, the two spaces begin to exclude the rural more 
and include the urban. In the third stage which covers 25 to 30 years, the 
relations of the migrant with the village are at minimum level. At this stage, the 
migrants get rid of the attitudes and the value systems of the mral in economic 
and social spaces as much as their rural origin permits (Kartal, 1982; 140). In 
the last stage where the second generation migrant takes place, the economic 
and social spaces are present only in the urban environment. For this reason they 
can be considered completely as “urban persons”. This model captures 
methodologically in itself various incapabilities. First one is the neglect of 
historical and country specific factors. It takes its insights from the urbanization 
models of the west. The country specific conditions of gecekondu and its 
relatively permanent character that has been observed in many other third world 
countries are totally undermined. The complicated mechanisms of gecekondu
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ownership and the socialization process in the city are examined with this 
unilinear model. Second problem is the generalization of this model to every 
gecekondu neighborhood in Turkey. Although the study was conducted in one 
neighborhood of Ankara, at the end of the study Kartal told that what happens in 
Ankara can be generalized to Turkey. However, this is a wrong supposition and 
it constitutes a problem in most of the early gecekondu studies. The 
heterogeneity that different neighborhoods have and the differences in the 
process of gecekondu construction and migration in different cities have totally 
been neglected in this study. The third problem is testing the theoretical model 
with closed ended survey questions. As will be shown in the following sections 
of the chapter, closed ended questions and strict empiricism may sometimes be 
misleading in understanding the empirical reality in gecekondu neighborhoods. 
The fourth problem is the mechanic nature of the theoretical model. For 
example the author designates a concrete time period for the transformation 
occurred on part of the migrant like; “the birth of the urban individual or the 
transformation of the individual living in gecekondu into an urban individual 
through the five stage urbanization model takes forty or fifty years” (Kartal, 
1982; 141). The author by his mathematical approach seems to be devoted to the 
positivist tradition in social sciences. But the “positivist” methods used in this 
study seem to overshadow the scientific claim of it. The interpenetrating social 
and cultural forms and their space-free^ characteristics have been totally 
undermined in this study.
’ Karlal argues that the seeond generation migrant has no relation Icfl with village . In tliat 
sense, liis/lier social and economic space are shaped in the city. Therefore, they can be accepted 
as urban individuals who have no social and economic relations witli the village. What is meant 
by the space-free chantctcristics of social and cultural above is the social and cultural forms can 
continue their c.xistcnce regardless of being dependent on a certain space. The socialization
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In short the general approach of the scientist and the relation between the 
researcher and the researched are dominated by modernization approach. In that 
sense the urban human was idealized by him while the migrants was thought as 
the rural other. The economic or material part of the model is important in 
pointing out the material changes occurred in the life of the migrants after 
coming to the city. The changing type of gecekondu ownership and the 
changing consumption patterns are important findings. However, the changes in 
the social life of the migrant is a difficult subject of study and the difficulties 
related with the conceptual and methodological problems of the research have 
appeared at this point. The mechanical schema and closed-ended questions that 
were used in the questionnaire might prove some social change in the lives of 
the migrants. But the form and the content of the questions are prepared 
according to the ideal model of modernization. The main problem with this kind 
of studies is the exclusion of the complex processes occurring in the city. The 
hybrid nature of the gecekondu life that combines both the tiaditional and 
modern forms in the city environment and the heterogeneity that gecekondu 
population and different neighborhoods have are totally ignored.
This neglect can also be observed in the research that was conducted by 
Yasa in 1964. The studies of Yasa (1970,1973) particularly dealt with the 
gecekondu families and their transitory character. In that sense transition can be 
considered as the key word for this study like Kartal’s study. His general 
approach to gecekondu family captures negative statements more than Kartal’s 
study. In his article “Gecekondu Family” (1970), he mentions about the various
process and Uic bcjiring ability o f the individuals between generations are to a large extent 
ignored in tliis study.
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characteristics of gecekondu population. All the explanations in this section 
capture easy generalizations about this population. With a middle class 
spectacle most of the unwanted attitudes and behaviors are identified with 
gecekondu family. For example in one part of the article the women who do 
domestic work in the houses of urban families are conceptualized as junk 
dealers. The leftovers of the urban bourgeois family are used by the women in 
gecekondus with a willingness to imitate them (Yasa, 1970: 11). The clothes of 
the people living in gecekondus are explained by a discourse of degradation. 
The value systems and the behavioral patterns of gecekondu family are 
conceptualized as in between stmctures that cannot be defined either as urban or 
rural. Rather they are considered as bad imitations of urban culture that will 
disappear soon. The statements related with the researcher’s values about the 
researched constitute a good example for the studies that evaluate gecekondu 
population at the other pole of the modernization continuum. The great distance 
between the researcher and the researched is the problematic part of the general 
approach of the scientist. However, in a study conducted by Levine (1973) 
during the same years a new suggestion about the general and conceptual 
approaches of the researcher was made. Levine argues that there is no use in 
trying to understand everything by giving reference to a culture conflict model 
that supposes a fundamental incompatibility between a rural way of life and 
urban way of life and there is “no need theoretically to develop a necessary 
antagonism between rural participation and urban participation”(Levine, 1973; 
357). Levine’s argument is an important one for those years because most of the 
studies at that time conceptualize any rural element in the life of the migrant as 
problematic and obstacle behind his/her integration to urban life. On the
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contrary, according to the findings of Levine’s study the contacts of the migrant 
with their villages strengthen their position in the urban environment.
Besides the negative general approach of the social scientist, the 
normative statement related with the integration problem of the gecekondu 
family dominates Yasa’s research. According to the premises of the study, 
gecekondu family has to integrate with the city life in order not to threaten the 
security in the urban environment. The families who are in the middle of their 
transition process cause social uneasiness and insecurity in the city (Yasa, 1970: 
17). Therefore there is a need for integration on part of the gecekondu family 
according to him.
The conceptual framework of the study is dominated by modernization 
approach like the other early gecekondu studies. The classical indicators of 
urbanization are taken as reference points in this research. For example, eating 
at the table, wearing modern clothes, consuming rather than producing at home 
are taken as the habits of urban way of life. The gecekondu family which is in 
transition cannot cope with these urban habits because of the economic 
insufficient conditions according to Yasa. As an example, the eating habit 
of the gecekondu families on the floor is caused by the insufficient economic 
resources. To buy a table and chairs is costly for them and it is an extra work for 
the families to prepare the table every meal (1973: 44). This argument may 
capture truths related with the insufficient economic resources on part of the 
gecekondu population. However, to use an argument like that is to neglect the 
cultural preferences of the gecekondu family. The eating habit of the gecekondu 
families on the floor may survive as a result of the cultural practices that they
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want to continue in tlie urban environment as a symbol for their existence and 
identity. In most of the early gecekondu studies, it is accepted from the 
beginning that gecekondu population is willing to become urbanized and 
appropriate urban practices. The possible rejection on part of the gecekondu 
population in accepting the urban practices is totally neglected by the scientists.
The methodological problems of Yasa’s study are very similar with 
Kartal’s. But dilTerent from Kartal, the characteristics of the researched are not 
clear in this study. The demographic data, the migration data or any knowledge 
about the origin of the migrants cannot be seen in the articles. Rather, 
“gecekondu family” is taken as an abstract category or as an atomized structure. 
Gecekondu family is studied free from its communal ties and its relations with 
other migrants. This neglect may lead to many missing data about the 
communal relations that determine the life of the migrant in the urban 
environment. The easy generalizations about gecekondu family are another 
methodological problem that manipulates the scientific claim of the study.
As is in Kartal’s study, the methodological preferences of the researcher are 
shaped to a large extent by the modernization approach. The gecekondu family 
is defined as a temporary and transitory structure that will disappear in the urban 
environment soon. When the transition is completed, the “unhappy gecekondu 
family” as a structure ( Yasa, 1970: 17) will become urbanized according to 
Yasa. However, the recent developments in cities show important contradictions 
with the findings of the research as will be mentioned in the next chapter. It may 
not seem legitimate to criticize these early studies from the perspective of the 
present time. However, there is a need for criticism if the claim of these studies 
is to make some predictions about the future of gecekondu. Their conceptual
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and methodological biases cannot be explained only by the false predictions 
they have made. These studies offered a model for studying gecekondu at that 
time, even now. However, a model that undermines to understand the cultural 
characteristics of a critical and an important group of people has little chance to 
make predictions about them. Another methodological problem with this kind of 
studies is the continuing abstract comparison between rural and urban 
population. A look at the literature on the gecekondu studies may easily provide 
many examples of this comparison. But it is not based on some empirical data. 
One component of this comparison namely urban population and its 
characteristics are always defined on abstract level and no serious empirical 
investigation has been made to understand the real differences between the 
native city population and the migrant population. The theoretical place of the 
gecekondu population is tried to be found in this abstract comparison. The 
studies in this category and their ideological approaches do not permit a future 
for gecekondu population, politically, economically, socially and culturally. 
Therefore, there is a need to go beyond these approaches particularly now to 
understand the impact of this population on the city structure.
2.4 GECEKONDU: A SUBCULTURE IN THE MODERNIZING CITY
There are two representatives of this category in Turkish gecekondu literature. 
Both of these studies define gecekondu as a subculture in the city culture. But 
they have different approaches to the gecekondu and the people living in it. In 
the first study which was conducted by Türkdoğan in 1977 in the Erzurum 
gecekondu districts, the pessimistic and negative views about the migrants 
determine the general approach of the social scientist. This study is under the
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influence of the “culture of poverty” approach and its premises as will be 
mentioned in detail in the following pages. Therefore, gecekondu culture is 
defined as a subculture of the dominant city culture.
The second study is a recent one that was conducted by a group of 
scholars in 1993 (Gökçe, 1993) in many gecekondu neighborhoods of Turkey. 
I'his study cannot be accepted as an early gecekondu study. But in order to 
show the differences between the approaches of these two studies in the same 
category, it will be useful to mention briefly about this study. This research 
examines the transformations occurred in the forms of solidarity among the 
gecekondu population. Contrary to the arguments of many gecekondu studies, 
the researchers have found that traditional solidarity forms, like the family and 
the close relations with neighbors still survive in gecekondu neighborhoods. 
However, according to the premises of this study, these traditional forms do not 
constitute an obstacle in front of the integration of the migrants. Contrary to the 
first study, the approach of the second study captures a positive and optimistic 
view about the migrant population. The gecekondu culture is conceptualized as 
the combination of both rural and urban forms. The survival and construction of 
a hybrid culture as such was examined in relation to its functions that provide a 
more secure life for migrants in the city environment. This study is important in 
showing the changing approaches of the researchers with passing years. It is an 
important point that will be discussed in detail in the fourth chapter of the thesis.
The name of the early study that is going to be examined in this section 
is “Culture of Poverty” which was conducted by Türkdoğan in Erzurum 
gecekondu districts in 1973 as mentioned in the previous pages. Türkdoğan’s
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study carries in itself many of the negative critical points that are tried to be 
mentioned in this thesis. In that sense it is important to review this study in 
order to point out clearly the potential objections to the modernization approach. 
Tiirkdogan defines the main aim of the study as examining the gecekondu 
problem in Turkey in the light of the culture of poverty studies that were 
conducted in Latin America and the United States (Tiirkdogan, 1977; 16). The 
empirical findings of the research that was conducted by Oscar Lewis define the 
conceptual framework of Tiirkdogan’s study. The section where Tiirkdogan 
deals with the theoretical framework of the study captures various value-laden 
statements related with gecekondu population. In this part of the book the main 
objective of the study was defined by Tiirkdogan as to find a solution to the 
position of gecekondu population which deviated from national culture to a 
large extent. Therefore he defines the aim of all socioeconomic gecekondu 
research in Turkey as to find out how thousands of people that stand apart or 
distinct from “the national culture” can integrate with “our”* society 
(Türkdogan, 1977: 18). According to Tiirkdogan, there is an absolute necessity 
on the part of gecekondu population to integrate with the city population in 
order to reach the ideals of nation’s social reform (Türkdogan, 1977: 19). These 
value- laden statements give clear clues about the general approach of the social 
scientist. The researcher tries to define the gecekondu society as “the other” or 
the marginal part of the city population which is different from the native city 
population. Among the early gecekondu studies Türkdogan’s study most clearly 
puts the distance between the researcher and the researched. The economic
* The reason for putting “our” in quotation marks is related with the general discourse that 
Tirrkdo|an has used throughout the study. What is covered by our is the author plus the native
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poverty in which the gecekondu population live in causes them to think only 
about the issue of feeding themselves, and hence, this process leads to 
developing a subculture on part of the gecekondu population which will cause in 
the future various harms for the entire population according to the premises of 
his study. In one part of the study the difficulties related with defining the place 
of gecekondu culture in the conceptual framework of urbanization was 
mentioned by Türkdoğan. In relation with this difficulty it is not possible to 
label gecekondu culture as rural but it is not also possible to call it urban. 
“Although it is possible to observe the new clothing fashion, new entertainment 
facilities and alcohol addiction among the young gecekondu population and 
changing ways of consumption among the adult gecekondu population, it is not 
possible to talk about the presence of an urban culture in gecekondu 
neighborhoods. Rather they are the representatives of a twilight culture 
(alacakaranlık kültürü)” ( Türkdoğan, 1977: 23). The book is fiill of negative 
statements about gecekondu population like that and it is possible to increase the 
examples. However, it is clear that the gecekondu culture and the people living 
in gecekondus are perceived by the researcher as harmful for national unity and 
the future of the country. In that sense there is a strong need to integrate this 
population with the native city population economically, politically, socially, as 
well as culturally.
The conceptual and methodological approaches of the researcher are under 
the influence of this negative general approach. Therefore, particularly in the 
methodological domain this problem leads to various doubts about the scientific 
claim of the study. Related with the problems in conceptual and methodological
city people who live in harmony with the ideals of national culture. In that sense, the author
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jframework of the study, it will be suitable to examine the questions used in the 
survey and also it will be suitable to examine the interpretation of the answers to 
the questions by Tiirkdogan for the aim of reaching theoretical conclusions. For 
example, the fatalistic attitudes of the gecekondu population are considered as 
one of the most important empirical results of the study. For the migrants who 
deal with poverty and insufficient economic conditions it is inescapable to 
develop fatalistic attitudes according to the premises of the study. Although he 
regards economic problems as the cause of the culture of poverty, he does not 
suggest any structural changes in the socio-economic system to improve the 
material conditions of the migrants. It is necessary to examine the questions that 
measure the degree of fatalism among migrant population in order to observe 
the problems in this research. As an indicator of fatalism, the intensity of 
religious practices was examined in the study. The question; “Which of the 
following books are present at your home?” is a closed ended one and has six 
possible choices in the survey. First choice is “Kuran”, second one is 
“Muhammediye”, third one is “Ahmediye”, fourth one is “The Life of 
Muhammed”, fifth one is “The Life of Hz. Ali” and sixth one is “Other 
Religious Books”. According to the results of the survey, 87% of the 
respondents had Kuran and 27% of the respondents had books related with life 
of the prophets. As a result of this question the researcher reaches the 
conclusion that gecekondu population has religious books which are not present 
in the houses of the native city population ( Turkdogan, 1977: 92). These 
percentages prove the religiosity and fatalism among the gecekondu population.
puts the ideological distance between himself and the unit o f  analysis from the beginning.
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However, two important criticisms can be made in relation with this argument. 
First of all, the choices of the question limit the possible answers of the 
respondents. For example, if a family has various books other than the religious 
books, it is not possible to understand this with a question like that. The 
percentage of the religious books among non-religious books cannot be 
understood with that question. Secondly, the presence of Kuran and the books 
related with the prophets do not prove the argument that gecekondu population 
preserve the religious and traditional practices, because, it is observable that 
large percentage of the population whether “urban or rural” have this kind of 
books in their houses in Turkey.
Second important question that is going to be criticized is related with the 
political attitudes of the migrants. The political attitudes of the gecekondu 
population are defined by the author like that; “They are hopeless about politics. 
Although there will be an election in the near future, they are insensible to the 
events appearing in their near environment” ( Türkdogan, 1977: 69). However, 
when the questions and the answers about politics are analyzed, it is not difficult 
to say that the migrants give reasonable answers to the questions when their 
material and economic conditions are taken into account. The common answer 
to the question “Which party are you going to vote for ?” is “we will give our 
votes to the party that will feed us or to the party that will decrease inflation.” 
But reflecting upon this answer one cannot talk about a fatalistic political 
behavior as Türkdogan did, because migrants see politics as a possible way of 
solving their practical everyday needs. It can be considered as logical to label 
gecekondu population as politically ineffective if the respondents have given the 
answer that they are not going to vote for anyone. In a country where the
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populist policies of political parties play an important role, it is not difficult to 
say that migrants choose the best possible way to continue their survival.
In sum the answers or the choices of questions seem to be designed for 
taking the suitable answers relevant with the ideological “aim” of the study. 
Moreover, some questions and the answers are designed in a wrong way.^ If you 
think that these questions are present in a study that most of the gecekondu 
studies give references to its findings, the picture of the cultural studies in 
gecekondu literature can clearly be drawn. In the methodological realm, 
Tiirkdogan’s study has many problems. Tiirkdogan, by asking questions like 
the above examples tries to reach the theoretical model or the theoretical result 
of Lewis’s culture of poverty thesis without taking into account the specific 
historical and cultural conditions of the gecekondu population in Erzurum.
He tries to deal with poverty as Lewis did in his culture of poverty thesis but his 
research may constitute a good example for the misusages of Lewis’s theory as 
was mentioned in the previous chapter of the thesis. Lewis, in his 
anthropological study without making any generalizations defines some 
behavioral attitudes that originated as a result of poverty. However, he has 
developed a theoretical model from empirical reality and also he mentions about
’ It will be useful to make the ideological and methodological bias of the scientist clear by 
giving some examples about the questions;
Q-52 In your family which o f the below mental illnesses are present?
1) Quick to temper (sinirli)
2) Epileptic (saralı)
3) Cross-eyed (şaşı)
4) Mad (deli)
5) Crazed by love (mecnim)
6) and others
Q-53 What is the reason o f this illness according to you?
1) Microbe?
2) Malnutrition ( beslenememek mi?)
3) not able to eat good food ( iyi gıda alamamak mı?)
4) coming from Allah ( Allah’tan im?) ( Tiirkdogan, 1977: 210,211).
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the difficulties related with the generalization of this model to other groups and 
countries. Tiirkdogan uses not only the conceptual tools of culture of poverty 
thesis but he also applies its results to Erzurum gecekondu districts in parallel 
line with the ideological preferences of the researcher. The second important 
problem with the conceptual and the methodological approach is the neglect of 
time and space dimension. For example, in order to measure the degree of 
integration among migrant population there is one common question nearly 
asked in every research of the time, namely, “Do you go to plays?”. In 
Tiirkdogan’s research the question plays an important role in measuring the 
degree of integration. There is an important problem in this question. This is 
related with the application of the modernization model of the Western 
countries to Turkey without taking into account the historical and contextual 
factors. How can a researcher define urban behavior by the habit of going to 
plays in Erzurum in 1973? Even now the native city population living in large 
cities may not prefer to go to plays as a result of cultural preferences.
The third problem is the neglect of the cultural preferences of the 
gecekondu population. In this study the transformative capacity or the effect of 
migrant population on urban structure in the economic, cultural, social and 
political realms have been totally neglected. The last important problem is the 
abstract comparison that is made between the gecekondu population and the 
native city population. As was mentioned in the previous sections, this is also a 
common
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problem that is observed in most of the early gecekondu studies. As will be 
discussed in the last chapter of the thesis these are the most debated 
methodological and conceptual problematics of the social sciences. In the 
models of modernization or in the models that regard the migrant population as 
a threat to modernization ignore the time and space dimensions and this 
constitutes the main problem with the modernization approach.
2.5 GECEKONDU: A PRODUCT OF THE SYSTEM AND
FUNCTIONAL IN  THE SYSTEM
The most represented category in Turkish gecekondu literature is the 
approach that evaluates the formation of gecekondus as a result of some macro 
economic, political, social and cultural factors. The modernization ideal and 
rapid urbanization process in Turkey are examined with a historical perspective 
and the effects of these macro transformations on the migrant population are 
evaluated by these studies ( for example, Karpat, 1976; Danielson& Keleş, 
1985; Şenyapılı, 1978, 1982). Some of the studies deal with the effects of macro 
economic developments (for example, Şenyapılı, 1978, 1982),
some of them deal particularly with macro political factors ( for example, 
Danielson& Keleş, 1985) and some others deal with the combined effects of 
macro political, social, cultural and economic transformations on migrant 
population or gecekondu population ( for example, Karpat, 1976). Since the 
number of studies that has a system related approach is high in Turkish 
gecekondu literature, representative studies of each category are selected as 
mentioned above. Therefore, the studies of Karpat, Şenyapılı and Keleş are
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going to be examined on the basis of their general, conceptual and 
methodological approaches to gecekondus. The main difference between the 
system related approaches and the other two categories that were criticized in 
the previous pages is originated from the general approaches of the studies. 
Since they accept the emergence of gecekondu as a system related issue, unlike 
the other two categories, they do not have a tendency to “blame the victim” or to 
show gecekondu population as a threat to society or modernization. Although 
some of them deal with the integration problem of the gecekondu population, 
what is meant by integration is to a large extent different in these studies. 
Integration in the previous categories refers to a unilinear change on part of the 
gecekondu population towards an ideal urban model. But in these studies 
integration does not necessarily refer to “assimilation”, it is rather to make use 
of the services of the city. Although some of these studies neglect the 
transforming power of gecekondu population within the city environment, most 
of the time they do not conceptualize gecekondu population as ineffective 
actors.
After a general summary of the approaches of these studies, it will be 
suitable to begin with the comprehensive research of Karpat that examines the 
gecekondu population and its position in the political, social, cultural and 
economic realms. Karpat’s ( 1976) study can be accepted as the first example of 
a detailed analysis of all life spaces of the gecekondu population. The research 
was conducted in three squatter settlements in Istanbul namely Nafibaba, 
Baltalimani and Ahmet Celaleddin Paşa in 1968. This study was carried out 
with five hundred dwellings and data was collected from 3500 residents of these 
dwellings. Karpat in the introduction part of the study mentions about the
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system related nature of gecekondu formation as follows; “The gecekondus 
have been regarded in this study as being part of a total process of rural 
migration and urbanization, or modernization- that is, of the quantitative and 
qualitative transformation of the economic, social, political and cultural order in 
the Third World nations”(Karpat, 1976: 1). He in that sense evaluates the 
gecekondu formation within the framework of modernization that has been 
experienced by many third world countries as mentioned above. It is an attempt 
defined by the author to understand or learn about how ordinary people absorb 
the change and become “modernized” and to analyze the place of ordinary 
people in this modernization process (Karpat, 1976: 9). This attempt at first 
sight may be evaluated within the framework of modernization ideal. However, 
after reviewing the whole study, you can easily observe that the concept of 
modernization in this research does not capture normative statements that define 
the obligations on part of the migrant population in order to be modem or urban. 
Rather than using a normative model of modernization he tried to define 
modernization throughout the study. The main difference between this study 
and the other early studies that were examined in the previous sections 
originates at this point. The unilinear model of modernization is not accepted by 
Karpat from the beginning. He mentions about the objections of relying on the 
urbanization model of Wirth that depends on the elimination of all the 
traditional elements in the city and also the view that defines the role of 
migrants as the mralization of the urban environment (Karpat, 1976; 30).
In that sense both of these views are not enough to understand the developments 
taken place in the urban environment. As Levine did in his study, Karpat also
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found empirical data that prove the “harmonious coexistence of urban and rural 
cultures” in the gecekondu environment (Acar, 1976: 119). This harmonious 
coexistence was considered as functional for the adaptation of the migrant 
population into the city life. This is an important finding that gives clues about 
the general and conceptual approaches of the researcher. Karpat did not accept 
the Western model of urbanization and did not use the conceptual framework of 
this model, rather he tries to find or reach models from the empirical reality by 
taking into account the country and time specific factors. The concepts, 
“marginality” and “integration” are used in this study different from their 
meanings in the studies that were mentioned in the previous sections. 
Marginality in this study refers to the economic insufficient conditions that 
exclude the migrant from the job opportunities, cultural and social facilities that 
are present at the “center” of the city. Integration in relation with the concept of 
marginality also refers to a different thing. It refers to the degree of using the 
facilities and services of the city. In that sense it is not possible to consider the 
general approach of Karpat as capturing negative views about the migrant 
population. The studies in this category contrary to the “blaming the victim” 
tradition define the migrant population as functional but excluded part of the 
system. On the other hand, the transformative capacity of the gecekondu 
population is not undermined in these studies. For example the early study of 
Karpat seems successful in pointing out the potential on part of the migrants to 
affect the cultural life of the city. The migrant population has a transformative 
capacity especially in the cultural domain, although they have an unequal access 
to power according to the premises of this study (Karpat, 1976: 163). Since
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cultural elements diffuse easily when compared with the other domains of life, it 
is not wrong to say that the cultural representations of migrant population in the 
city shape urban culture to a large extent. It is relatively easier to make this 
argument in present times because this cultural influence is more visible now. 
However, to make this argument in 1976 makes the study of Karpat even more 
valuable.
His methodological approach unlike the studies in the previous categories is 
sensitive to the historical and country specific factors. The causes and historical 
phases of migration are examined in a detailed way by the author. Migratory 
trends in Turkey were evaluated and country specific models of migration were 
constructed by Karpat (Karpat, 1976: 53). For example, “in the case of the 
factors responsible for urbanward migration in Turkey, the author places a 
heavy emphasis on the historical, socio-economic and cultural causes of 
migration from the Northeast Anatolia and the Black Sea regions” (Acar, 1976; 
120). The social, cultural, economic and political experiences of the migrants in 
the city environment are also studied by Karpat in a historical perspective with a 
relational method that tries to show the connections between different life 
spaces of the migrant. With a method like that, rather than examining the 
condition of the migrant in the abstract theoretical model of the rural-urban 
continuum, he can catch clues about the migrants’ relation with their villages 
and the contributions of this relation in their city life. The neglect of migrant’s 
surviving relations with the rural is not observed in Karpat’s study. Another 
important methodological difference in Karpat’s study is the form of surveys 
that gives more chance to the respondents in expressing themselves. By this way 
it is possible to reach detailed data which make the scientific claim of the
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study stronger.
Şenyapılı’s studies have approach-related similarities with Karpat’s 
study. However, the main difference is the greater emphasis given to the 
economic factors and to the position or role of the migrant population in the 
economic sphere in Şenyapıh’s research. Şenyapıh’s main field is city planning 
yet she is aware of the deficiencies of physical planning activities to understand 
the problems of gecekondu population. Therefore Şenyapılı believes in the need 
of developing an economic model and to understand the role of the gecekondus 
and gecekondu population in this economic model. “In order to evaluate the 
urbanization process in a wholistic manner, the process has to be taken into 
account in a totality of spaces. In this totality of spaces, the relations in the 
economic space is determinant and independent variables.” (Şenyapılı, 1968; 
165) Her studies can be considered as a complex theoretical approach although 
driven by a strong motive of economic determinism. Different from the general 
planning trend that defines gecekondu and space mainly as physical entities, she 
develops a theoretical framework that defines the gecekondu environment 
within a “capitalization model” (Şenyapılı, 1978; 41). In this capitalization 
model, the gecekondu as providing shelter for poor people and the gecekondu 
population as the needed work force were defined clearly for the first time as 
functional for the system. Limited capital, simple, expensive technology in the 
system need cheap and flexible labor. Gecekondu population which is the most 
mobile and cheap labor within the system provides this need of the system for 
her. The informal sector which provides small scale, household product services 
mask the holes in the system that are created as a result of insufficient 
industrialization, organization and specialization and help the survival of the
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market functioning. (Şenyapılı, 1978; 43). This short summary of her main 
ideas gives clues about her general approach to gecekondu population. By 
rejecting the labels like marginal or informal related with the migrant population 
she tries to replace the negative image of the migrant population with a positive 
image which signifies the functions of this population for the economic system. 
Rather than defining the gecekondu population as the rural other, Şenyapılı tries 
to develop a model where it is possible to talk about the determining capacity of 
the migrant population. As a result, the ongoing processes in this economic 
model determine the position of the gecekondu population within the urban 
environment.
The conceptual framework of her studies is very different from the 
studies in the first two categories. Same concepts like integration, marginality or 
modernization are used. However, positive image of the migrants in her study 
leads to the use of these concepts in different meanings. The concept of 
“integration” refers totally different things in her writings as mentioned in the 
beginning of this category. The aim of her studies is to point out the 
contradictions that the migrant population experience in the city 
environment. “Although the gecekondu population are excluded from the socio­
cultural life of the city, they integrate to a large extent with its economic 
life of it by providing services and using these services in the consumption 
sphere” ( Şenyapılı, 1982a: 114). Her conceptual approach is contrary to the 
ones that see gecekondu population as a threat to the healthy functioning of the 
system. However, she cannot escape from the effect of economic reductionism 
and undermines the cultural and political effects of the gecekondu population on 
the whole of the city structure. She seems sensitive about the injustice on part
70
of the gecekondu population. They take part in the production side of the 
economy, however cannot benefit from the opportunities of living in an urban 
environment. “Our field study shows that they still do not use all urban facilities 
such as concerts, exhibitions, theaters, and such organizations offering financial 
and legal services” (Şenyapılı, 1982: 246). But besides the economic 
insufficient conditions, cultural tastes and preferences of the population have to 
be taken into account. Şenyapılı’s research is very much parallel with Sassen’s 
economic approach that has been explained in the previous chapter of the thesis. 
Economic reductionism can be accepted as the problematic part of her study. 
Although her general approach is different from the previous two categories 
the economic system model used in her study makes the possibilities of taking 
social and cultural clues difficult.
Her methodological framework is sensitive to the historical and country 
specific factors that are effective on gecekondu population. Rather than 
importing some modernization model and applying it without changing, 
Şenyapılı uses the Turkish version of the concepts and models. But heavy 
reliance on an economic model leads to some objections related with 
understanding the cultural and social needs of the gecekondu population.
The last scholar who will be examined in this category is Keleş. In the 
political realm it is not possible to neglect the contributions of his studies in 
understanding the policies related with gecekondu and its population in Turkey 
through a historical perspective. His main concern is to understand the policies 
related with urbanization in Turkey. However, gecekondu as a structure and its 
population as constituting the main political power in big cities are also the
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subject matter of his studies. His major contribution to the gecekondu literature 
is to point out the role of the gecekondu population in the political system. The 
populist policies of the governments that contribute to the formation of 
gecekondus and also to an increase in migration were examined by Keleş. The 
special importance of politics for gecekondu population that was first mentioned 
by Karpat was examined by Keleş in a macro political perspective. The two way 
relationship between the politicians and the gecekondu dwellers constitutes 
Keleş’s main concern. With a historical spectacle the relations between the 
political parties and the gecekondu dwellers were examined (Danielson& Keleş, 
1985: 140) The gecekondu laws and the contradictory policies related with 
gecekondus were pointed out by Keleş.
After explaning shortly his main concerns related with the gecekondu it 
will be suitable to talk about his general and conceptual approaches to 
gecekondus. First of all, contrary to the arguments that evaluate the formation of 
gecekondus solely as an illegal activity and responsibility of the individual 
migrant, he tries to point out the roles of different actors and institutions that 
contribute to that formation. In that sense rather than accepting a “blaming the 
victim” approach, he tries to point out the system related causes of gecekondu 
formation. The structure of gecekondu is evaluated as a result of the process in 
which insufficient urbanization and insufficient political measures related with 
gecekondus take place. The imbalances in the distribution of revenues are 
accepted as the main reason for gecekondu formation according to the premises 
of his study ( Keleş, 1993: 385). The linear way of modernization or accepting 
the urbanization process as an indicator for modernization is rejected in this 
study. Keleş is against the idea that evaluates the gecekondu formation as a
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result of the industrialization process (Keleş, 1993; 386). He rejects the 
theoretical models that define gecekondu structure as a ruralizing effect in the 
city or theoretical models that points out to the process of becoming urbanized 
on part of the gecekondu population ( Keleş, 1993: 388). Rather he deals with 
the insufficient living conditions and their macro political reasons. In that sense, 
like the other studies in this category, his general approach to gecekondu 
captures positive elements in itself The concepts that are often used in 
gecekondu literature like integration, marginal, informal or modernization are 
totally neglected in their western meanings by Keleş. They are evaluated as 
imported concepts and are evaluated as incapable to understand the processes in 
Turkish urbanization history. Therefore, his methodological framework captures 
mainly historical approach to the two way, country specific relationship 
between the politicians and migrant population in Turkey. His studies can be 
accepted as a rejection of the traditional outlooks to gecekondu and urbanization 
in Turkey.
2.6 CONCLUSION
After examining the representative studies of these three categories it is possible 
to talk about two main groups among early gecekondu studies. The studies in 
the first two categories can be accepted as the first group by considering their 
similar general and conceptual approaches to gecekondus. The studies in the 
third category can be accepted as the second group. The main difference 
between these two groups is that, the studies in the first group with a “blaming 
the victim” approach neglect to a large extent the system related causes of
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gecekondu formation. However, the second group has a more macro and system 
related approach to the gecekondu. The general approaches of the scientist in 
the first group capture negative elements related with the gecekondu population, 
but the studies in the second category deals with the researched in a more 
optimistic sense. The conceptual framework of the first category is constituted 
by imported theoretical models and concepts. Rather than going from empirical 
data to theoretical models, the researchers in the first group use the results of 
the Western studies and construct empirical data from these theoretical models. 
However, in the second group the researchers are responsive to the contextual 
and historical specifities. Therefore the unilinear model of modernization was 
criticized by those studies and Turkish version of the theoretical models have 
been used.
However, it is possible to talk about some common problems in all of 
these studies. First of all, the heterogeneity that different gecekondu 
neighborhooods have and the differences within neighborhoods have been 
neglected. Gecekondu population is taken as an abstract and homogenous 
category in most of the studies. The cultural tastes and preferences of the 
gecekondu population are to a large extent undermined by these early studies. 
Methodologically, it is not possible to label these studies as gender sensitive. 
The roles of the migrant women and children among gecekondu population 
have totally been neglected. In most of the studies the respondents are the male 
heads of the households.
In that sense, although the studies in the second group can be considered 
as more comprehensive when compared with the studies in the first group, there 
is a need to develop a new approach in studying gecekondus.
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CHAP l ER 3.
A GENERAL REFLECTION ON GECEKONDU’S RECENT
CONDITION: New Tools Needed. ( 1980- )
As mentioned in the third chapter of the thesis, gecekondu studies that have 
been conducted before the 1980’s seem to be under the influence of the 
modernization approach. The studies that constituted the important and 
influential part of the gecekondu literature during that period in Turkey have 
been analyzed in the previous chapter on conceptual and methodological 
grounds. It can be concluded that in most of these studies, gecekondu as a 
social, cultural, economic and political phenomenon has been formulated as one 
of the most important “problem” of the time. The gecekondu population has 
been evaluated by many as an obstacle in front the “ideal city” and “urban 
individual” models of the modernization approach.
The approach that evaluates gecekondu population as a problem or 
obstacle on the way to modernization is divided into two categories as 
mentioned in the third chapter. Second group of scholars conceptualize 
gecekondu culture theoretically as a subculture in modernizing city and they 
point to the relatively permanent character of the gecekondu population. This 
group evaluates gecekondu as a “threat” or “problem” and most of the time
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undermines the macro political and economic reasons that cause the gecekondu 
formation. So, this kind of approaches undermine the macro factors and events 
that have a wide influence on the rapid urbanization process and lack of 
industrialization. Their ideological irresponsiveness to the system related causes 
of gecekondu formation process contributes to their methodological 
irresponsiveness to historical and cultural factors in their analysis. This 
methodological problem is not specific to the studies done in Turkey but is 
common in the studies conducted all over the world which are under the 
influence of modernization approach. As Mouzelis (1995; 34) mentioned, the 
reason for criticizing this kind of studies is not because they make 
generalizations, but because they make “transhistorical, iranscultural an d  
universal gen era liza lion s”. By accepting the ideal models of modernization 
approach from the beginning, they consent some kind of general, uniform and 
universal models. I'he selection of such a methodology is to a great extent 
related with scientist’s approach to gecekondu and with the research question in 
his/her mind as mentioned in the third chapter of the thesis. This can be stated as 
follows;
APPROACH of the researcher -> METHODOLOGY of the study
However, besides this ideological factor, the influence of the theoretical 
tradition that is dominant in a particular time period in which the scientist
 ^^ Approach in tliis study refers to Uie distance tliat the scientist put between lier/himself and tlie 
unit of analysis ( gecekondu population for tliis literature). Tlic question in the mind of the 
scientist related with tlie group that s/lie is going to investigate is accepted as tlie ideological 
approach of tlie scientist. In Uiat sense it is accepted in lliis tliesis from the beginning tliat die 
scientist cannot be evaluated totally distinct from his/licr past learnings and socialization 
process. This is very much influential on his/licr ideological approach.
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conducts research cannot be undermined. In that sense, it can be accepted as 
legitimate to some degree that the gecekondu studies conducted in the 1950’s 
and the 1960’s have been affected by the modernization approach. Therefore, 
the historical context that the scientist lives in has also great influence on the 
studies conducted.
The first group of social scientists that conceptualizes gecekondu as an 
urbanized structure in the modernizing city deals with gecekondu as a 
phenomenon to disappear. Hence, they deal with it as a transitory structure in 
the urban development. They consider gecekondu as a social, economic, 
cultural and political in-between structure that will at the end integrate fully 
with urban structure. The studies that define gecekondu as a transitory structure 
between rural and urban structure lean to a great extent on wide range of 
empirical data. However, as mentioned in the third chapter, because there is a 
pre-acceptance of some ideal modernization approach in most of these studies, 
there is a methodological and conceptual bias from the beginning. The problems 
in these studies have similarities with the above group of scholars who evaluate 
the gecekondu structure as a “substructure” of the city. The survey questions 
that have been applied in the above studies all depend on these ideal models of 
modernization approach. Most of them accept that there are changes occurred in 
the socio-cultural, political and economic activities of the migrants to the 
direction of ideal urban forms after spending some time in the city.
These studies have also been affected by the ideological position of the 
researcher besides the scientific tradition of the time. There was also another 
important factor which is related strongly with the timing of gecekondu
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formation process. The migration process can be considered as something new 
for that period. Since it was the beginning of migration and gecekondu 
formation process, it can be considered as legitimate for these studies to deal 
with the phenomenon in the conceptual framework of modernization approach. 
At that time, most scientists, as mentioned in the previous chapter have tried to 
find gecekondu somewhere on the rural-urban continuum. However, when we 
come to the 1980’s, the various and multidimensional developments taken place 
in gecekondu environment make it even more difficult to understand this 
complex structure with the tools of modernization approach.
The aim of this chapter is to understand the recent developments in 
gecekondu structure by taking the empirical data of the recent studies into 
account. The modernization approach which is methodologically and 
conceptually limited has been criticized in the previous chapters. What will be 
discussed in this chapter is the recent developments taking place in gecekondu 
structure and the possible conceptual and methodological approach to this 
changed structure. As discussed above, the gecekondu studies conducted in 
1960’s and 70’s have been shaped by many factors, like the approach related 
and methodological preferences of scholars, the academic environment in 
which scientific ideologies of the scientist have been developed and the change 
in the nature of gecekondus historically. When we look at these three factors, 
we can easily say that there is a visible change in all of them. Therefore, by 
taking into account these changes in these three domains, there is a need to 
develop a new approach to the gecekondu.
The responsiveness to time and space dimension which is to a great
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extent neglected in the modernization approach has been pointed out by the 
critical theory which is influential these days. The strict “positivism” that has 
been supported by empirical data which was used to a great extent in the 
service of ideological preferences of the researcher is no longer valid in order 
to understand the recent position of gecekondu. As Morrow (1994; 44) has 
pointed out:
Kantians, continually have reminded social scientist about the 
problematic character of social facts, given the way our concepts help 
construct what we observe. Naïve interpretations tend to assume that 
facts are just there, out in the world, just sitting and ready to be 
harvested by an empiricist method. What this tack ignores, however is 
that facts are, in practice, observable ( and hence the basis for data 
‘collection’) only from the perspective of a theory.
The main problem that has been observed in most of the gecekondu studies is 
that besides their claim to be positivistic and scientific by using the empirical 
tools, they seem to he subjectivist in the fu ll  meaning o f  the term. Most of the 
time they neglect the historical and space bounded cultural characteristics of the 
society that they claim to analyze by empirical and scientific tools.
3.1 UNDERSTANDING THE RECENT SITUATION OF GECEKONDU
The studies conducted after the 1980’s in gecekondu neighborhoods, in general, 
provide usetlil empirical data in order to understand the recent conditions of 
gecekondus. What is clear and what can be concluded from all these empirical 
results is that gecekondu environment can no longer be understood solely by the 
simple dichotomy of rural and urban, but tliis does not mean that the ties with
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rural has to be undermined. Rather what is meant by that, there appears some 
new emerging forms and structures that cannot be understood by the continuum 
of rural and urban anymore. Therefore, it will be useful to understand the recent 
condition of gecekondus in the city by using the empirical data of various recent 
studies first. Then, there will be some suggestions for a new research agenda for 
future gecekondu studies. This, within the limits of this study, is the main aim of 
this thesis.
3.1.1 Changes in the Physical Structure of Gecekondu
The changes in the physical structure of the gecekondu which are different from
the traditional description of gecekondu signify two important developments
after 1980’s. The traditional description of a gecekondu with its small garden
has been changed by one or two story houses without roof and built densely.
The social, cultural and political mechanisms operating in gecekondu
neighborhoods lead to a transformation that is directed mainly by capitalist
rules. This transformation was discussed also in the conference (Friedrich Ebert
Foundation, 1996: 16) of “the Fifteeth Anniversary of Gecekondus in Turkey”:
This new type of gecekondus that are built with the expansion of 
apartment building process are constructed from good quality 
construction metarial. They are constructed within market 
mechanisms as two or more stories with a future expectation of 
rent earning.
This change in the physical structure of gecekondus signifies two important 
structural change in gecekondu issue. First, urban physical space has gone 
through some change. The scarcity of urban land besides other factors, like the 
increasing effect of capitalist economy on land issues and emergence of new
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actors, like land mafia or land speculators and transformation of some old
gecekondu owners into profit seeking gecekondu traders, make life for the new
migrants more difficult when compared to the migrants of the 1960’s or the
1970’s. The research that was conducted in 1993 by Gökçe and a group of
scholars (1993; 160) support the above argument. The gecekondu ownership has
slightly high percentage by 62.6% and second high percentage is the tenants by
24.3%. What is important related to house ownership data is that the percentage
of house ownership decreases among recently migrated population. Only 20.5%
of the new arriving migrants have their own houses. This finding may change
according to the neighborhood that one conducts the survey, however, this
research covers a wide range of neighborhoods, so this finding can be accepted
as the general picture of the gecekondu neighborhoods. Another study (Ecevit,
Erman, Kalaycıoğlu, Tıhç 1999. 19) that was conducted among the working
women support the above argument. The most disadvantaged group of migrants
that are mostly dependent on women’s labor is the target in this project. It has
been found that only 34% of them have their own gecekondus, on the other
hand the percentage of tenants is slightly high by a percentage of 44%. These
findings seem to be important in signifying the changing relations in the
gecekondu market. It is explained in the research report like this (1999: 30):
Especially tenants may lose their homes when contractors move 
into the neighborhood, tearing down the gecekondus in order to 
replace them by multi-story apartment buildings. Thus the 
disadvantaged families include those families renting their houses, 
as well as those lacking and those who live in topographically 
disadvantaged areas.
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3.1.2 Changes in the Migratory Trends
The second factor that both affects the physical change in gecekondu’s structure 
and is also affected by this change is the increasing number of migrants who are 
coming to the city with limited preparations before their arrival. The migration 
process expands to other cities, besides the conventional migration-receiving 
metropolitan cities (Istanbul, Ankara & İzmir) such as Mersin and Diyarbakır. 
What seems important in recent migration processes is that there emerges an 
important kind of migration which is to a large extent different from the past 
migration experiences. This new type of migration is fo rced  m igration  which 
makes life more difficult for some migrants in city. As Erder (1997; 144) very 
intellegently put it, there is an important difference between forced migration 
and voluntary migration. The migration decision of the migrants in the forced 
migration is not a planned activity, so it is not possible for them to talk about 
rural and urban networks which make the migration process easier for these 
families. These families leave their villages without being able to find time to 
prepare the conditions in city by using some informal networks.
Besides the changes in the physical appearences of gecekondus, the spatial 
issues related with house ownership and the mechanisms that the new migrants 
have to deal with have changed to a large extent. As a result of the intense 
capitalization in the realm of spatial issues plus the contributing factor of 
changing types of migration and the increasing number of people living in 
“absolute poverty”(Keleş, 1988:13), a major difference between the gecekondu
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neighborhoods that formed the unit of analysis in the past studies (the studies 
that are criticized in the previous chapter) and the recent ones appears.
3.1.3 Ethnic and Sectarian Differences
Another difference emerging as a result of spatial, political and 
economic pressures is the increasing acknowledgement of emphasis on 
encounter of different ethnic and sectarian groups, especially when they have to 
share the same residential space. The past differentiation occurred along 
“hemşehrilik” (fellow countrypeople) lines in the neighborhoods still continues, 
but there also emerges a new differentiation appeared along ethnic and religious 
lines. Because the voluntary character of the settlement has replaced by some 
other spatial mechanisms, people do not always find the chance to settle in 
neighborhoods where they can live with their fellow countrypeople. This spatial 
pressure and the activities of vote-seeking political actors turn the ethnic and 
religious differentiation into tensions in some neighborhoods. If we 
conceptualize cultural and ethnic differences along Anderson’s (1995) way as a 
constructed and imagined community, the distinctions along ethnic and 
religious lines that are less visible in the past may become more visible as a 
result of many factors like the media, the mechanisms operating in order to 
reach services in gecekondu neighborhood,etc. Ross (1997; 49) argued that the 
literature on “situational ethnicity” shows “how distinctions among groups
Situational ethnicity is used here in order to explain a situaüon where ethnic differences 
become noticeable as a result o f the operation o f different factors. It seems to me as an 
important concept for understanding the recent ethnic and sectarian conflicts appearing in some 
gecekondu neighborhoods. Since the ethnic differences do not turn into conflicts in every 
neighborhood, this concept may have important clues to offer for uiban tlveory.
83
can depend upon what other groups are in a social environment and what the 
particular political stakes are in a conflict.”
As many who are dealing with urban politics have argued what 
constitutes the most important political issue in gecekondu neighborhoods is the 
attainability of urban services, (for example, Heper,1982; Danielson&Keleş, 
1985) This struggle for urban services and the complicated political relations 
and mechanisms operating on the macro and micro levels sometimes may 
contribute to an increase in the visibility of ethnic and sectarian tensions. 
However, these issues should not be generalized to every neighborhood since 
the historical processes may show some differences depending upon the 
neighborhood. On the other hand, the more heterogenous along ethnic and 
sectarian lines a neighborhood is, the potential for tension may increase.
3.1.4 Changes in Voluntary Associations
The institutionalization of traditional links like hemşehrilik or neighborlines is 
another important issue which is closely linked with the above developments. 
As mentioned by Erder (1996: 249) in some parts of Ümraniye, the traditional 
links of hemşehrilik gain an institutional character. Small and bigger 
associations are constructed among fellow countrypeople. “Especially these 
bigger associations which cover many members from a heteregenous group of 
people ( politicians, businesspeople, not only migrants but also city-boms, well 
educated ones,etc) may serve as the places where the people are tried to be 
mobilized politically.” Although the percentage of membership of modem 
associations is represented by a small number in Gökçe’s (1993: 314,316) study.
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(among women by 3.9%, among men by 28.1%), it is relatively high 
when compared with the past. The trade union membership constitutes the 
highest percentage by 21.9% and it is followed by the profFesional cooperation 
membership by 15.6%. Among the poorer segments of the population where the 
families are mostly dependent on female and child labor, “the membership of 
voluntary associations is almost non-existent among women, but some 
husbands are members of organizations formed by migrants from the same 
village” (Ecevit, Erman, Kalaycioglu, T1I19, 1999: 70). This low
percentage of membership among poorer parts of the population may arouse 
because of the economic inabilities as mentioned in the above research. 
However, another important factor may be related to the timing of the migration 
and the structure of the neighborhoods.
3.1.5 “Varoş”: Conflict, Violence and Crime?
As a result of these complex historical transformations occurred in the 
gecekondu neighborhoods and the heteregenoity they create, conflict, violence 
and crime have become three key words for recent gecekondu studies. The 
negative meanings that these three words capture in themselves point out an 
important change in the public image of gecekondus which was mentioned in 
“The Fifteeth Year of Gecekondu” conference as a break in the traditional 
positive public image of gecekondus. (Friedrich Ebert, 1996:21) As shown in 
the second chapter of the thesis, especially for the ones who totally identified 
themselves with the ideals of modernization and the state , gecekondus and 
gecekondu population do not have a positive image. Gecekondu population has 
always been a bad image for the modernizing Turkey according to these
85
people. However, to evaluate the public image of gecekondus at that time, there 
is a need for a serious study covering the review of public sources of the time. 
But there may be some truth in the above argument that the present image of 
gecekondu is relatively bad compared with the past. Even the traditional name 
of gecekondu is pronounced as “varoş” in the public sphere which is associated 
most with violence and crime, (for example. Ekinci, 1993,1994). As defined by 
Ayata ( 1996: 18):
When looked from outside, “varoş” is a new concept that is used to 
define the migrant population that fail to become urbanized as city 
looters who are further identified with migration, urban tension, and 
violence by many. This concept captures in itself most of the time a 
negative meaning.
It is may not be wrong to say that in some gecekondu neighborhoods under 
certain conditions heterogeneity along economic conditions (“absolute poor”, 
“relatively poor”, not poor, relatively rich), ownership types (tenants, 
gecekondu owners), migration time (new migrants versus the old settlers), 
ethnic differentiation (Kurds, Turks, Laz, etc.) and sectarian lines (Alevis, 
Sunnis, Shafis) may lead to conflict under certain condition. However, this does 
not mean that the gecekondu neighborhoods can be labeled as home for violence 
or crime as a disaster for the society. This kind of easy generalizations neglect 
the historical and macro causes of the transformation besides the micro and 
individual strategies of survival.
3.1.6 Conclusion
In brief, it can be said that it does not seem possible to understand the 
recent developments in gecekondus by relying on the literature that draws
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on the modernization approach anymore. In the conceptual realm, the main 
question of the urban literature for years has been “is gecekondu population an 
integrated part of the city population ?” What is biased in this question is that it 
presupposes a normative statement in itself that “the gecekondu population must 
be an integrated part of the city.” This normative and ideological statement 
seems to accept a priori situation in which gecekondu population behaves 
according to the behavioral norms of city, they are going to work in “formal 
economy” and “not create an informal economy”, they are going to integrate 
with the abstract ( or ideal) urban leisure time activities ( these activities are 
determined according to the Western norms and applied to Turkey without any 
change according to this type of thinking) and they are going to participate in 
politics as urban individuals. Although the intensity of this normative pre­
acceptance is not the same for all the scholars, one can observe a discomfort 
with gecekondu population on the ideological grounds. The tradition that has 
begun with Şenyapılı, on the other hand, conceptually does not ask such a 
normative question. Rather than “blaming the victim”, they more concentrate on 
the macro causes of events and the transformations taking place in the urban 
environment. There is an important difference in this question on conceptual 
grounds because they see informal economy and the activities of urban poor as 
not in conflict with the interests of the system or the state, rather they think that 
urban poor is functional for the system. Although this kind of approach to a 
large extent deals with the economic aspect, it has the possibility of better 
understanding the position of gecekondu population in the urban environment 
than the theories of modernization approach. Since the distance between the 
scientist and the researched is closer when compared with other, this closeness
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seems to be the first necessary condition in order to conduct a research whose 
main aim is to understand the position of gecekondu population and its ever 
changing nature. This closeness to the researched will bring on methodological 
grounds the methods different from strict positivist and quantitative method that 
was mentioned in the previous chapter. The methods will also be responsive to 
history both on the individual and neighborhood levels and they will be 
responsive to individual histories besides the mechanisms operating on a more 
macro level.
3.2 SOME CRITICAL REMARKS ON RECENT 
GECEKONDU STUDIES
In the first part of the chapter, the references to the empirical data of the recent 
studies have been given and some criticisms have been made along these lines. 
For this reason , in this section only the most influential ones or the ones that 
may constitute some examples for future studies will be included. At the end of 
the section , the studies that are still under the effect of modernization approach 
are criticized.
Nearly all of the recent studies are oriented to understanding the changes in 
the gecekondu after the 1990’s. When we look at them, we can observe three 
categories. The first category is the one in which the political issues like ethnic 
and sectarian differences, identity problems, the areas of tension and conflict 
have been analyzed.( For example, Erder, 1996; 1997, Ayata, 1996b, Ayata , 
1991a) Their main concern is to understand the changing relations in the 
political realm in order to evaluate the complex and historical transformation
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occurred that cannot be solely explained by the political clientalism issue. The 
heterogeneity of the gecekondu population when combining with the newly 
emerging political actors, the political clientalism issue needs to be developed 
in order to reach a more complex theoretical model.
Erder’s (1997) study seems to be important in the sense that it
symbolizes a break with traditional gecekondu studies. This study is important
for its successful integration of individual level and institutional level analysis.
She is trying to define new tension areas in gecekondus by using multiple
methods; that is, responsive to the differences between neighborhoods,
differences within the neighborhood, differences among the political actors and
the individual and neighborhood histories. It can be said that by applying a
complex analysis that is bounded to time and space dimension, her theory
represents a good example for Bourdieu’s “relational model” which was
explained in Swartz’s (1997; 62) book like this:
Just as points and lines in geometrical figures derive their 
significance from the relations that link them rather than from the 
intrinsic features of individual elements, so also models of social life 
must be constructed.
This relational thinking seems operational in Erder’s work in developing a 
relational and context bound model between different dimensions of life in 
gecekondu neighborhood. In her work, there is a tendency to study structures 
rather than individual histories, but on the conceptual and methodological basis, 
she is not irresponsive to individual histories. However, rather than using these 
individual histories in reaching conclusions, she is using them in order to 
understand their relation with the structural change occurred in gecekondu 
neighborhoods.
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The second group of studies can be labelled as in-depth qualitative studies 
that are sensitive to gender, (for example, Erman, 1998a, 1998b, Weidel, 1996, 
Ecevit, Erman, Kalaycioglu, Till?, 1999) These studies seem to use different 
methodologies in understanding the gecekondu population. Erman’s 
ethnographic study attempts to understand the perceptions of the migrants about 
their own identities. The main question of the article is “how does the individual 
migrant perceive herself/ himself: as a villager or as an urbanite, and what does 
this mean in the context of their lives in the city (Erman, 1998b). She tries to 
find an answer to this question by relying on the responses of both women and 
men. Therefore, the study rather than focusing on the structural dimension, deals 
with pyschological transformations occuring in the minds of the migrants. The 
additional difficulties that are experienced by the migrant women when 
compared with the men are mentioned by the researcher (Erman, 1998a: 157, 
1998b: 550). This study can be accepted as an important one in the sense that it 
symbolizes a break with the traditional gecekondu studies. The ideological shift 
from the reality that is constructed by the scientist to understanding the reality 
constructed in the minds of the researched can be seen as an important change. 
Furthermore the attention paid to migrant women is another contribution of this 
study which makes women visible in the migration process as well as creating 
their life spaces in the city.
The other studies that are mentioned above deal with women by 
emphazising the relationship between the position of women and structural 
changes (changing economic structures, changing political structures or 
changing social and cultural structures) occuring in gecekondu environment. In 
The World Bank Project, (Ecevit, Erman, Kalaycioglu, Till?, 1999) rather
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than measuring the degree of “integration with the city” socially, economically, 
as well as spatially, the researchers concentrate on the social relations of women 
in the urban environment and their participation in the paid work. They also 
include the social activities of women in the gecekondu neighborhood as an 
activity of the urban environment. In this way, this approach points out to some 
kind of ideological choice on the part of the researchers. Contrary to the past 
studies that define the urban space by excluding gecekondu neighborhoods, this 
study accepts gecekondu neighborhoods as part of the urban space. In most of 
the past studies, social scientists accept the presence of gecekondus as an 
ontological entity; that is however, they do not consider it as an interactive and 
effective p a r t of the city. So, the integration of the gecekondu population into 
the city is measured by the degree of participation in the activities which take 
place in the public space of the city ( mainly the city center.), such as going to 
movies or going to shopping. Therefore, the social activities within the 
gecekondu neighborhood are excluded from the analysis. This approach-related 
shift is important to point out.
The third and last group of scholars who deals with the changes taking 
place in gecekondu, covers both a large sample and also a wide range of issues. 
Some of them try to understand the change by using the methods of old studies 
(for example, Alpar and Yener, 1991) and some of them are still conceptually 
under the influence of the modernization approach and its ideals ( for example, 
Erkut, 1991). As mentioned in the first part of this chapter, the scientist is 
affected by different factors that form his/her approach to the gecekondu. In that 
sense, it is to a degree legitimate for the gecekondu studies of the 1960’s and 
1970’s to be under the influence of the modernization approach. However, the
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changing conditions and also the scholar’s changing position have been made
clear in this chapter. In that sense recent studies that seem ideologically under
the influence of the modernization theory has to be criticized. Erkut’s study
(1991) constitutes an important example in this respect. She defines the main
problematic of her study to develop new policies in order to make the migrant
population an urbanized population and integrate this population into city
population ( Erkut, 1991; 37). Her article can be accepted as the most
problematic study in this thesis, since she very openly tells about her ideological
position that is not pronounced so openly in old studies. An example
( Erkut, 1991: 52) may be given to this ideological standpoint:
There has to be distinction between rural where there is agricultural 
production and urban where there is production in non-agricultural 
goods. In that sense there is a need to see village and city as two 
different places of residence which have some functional 
connections. If we deal with the issue on the basis of life style and 
culture, we can see that rural and urban individuals have different 
socialization processes and also different perceptions of time and 
space. In that sense the urbanization process means for the migrant 
to work in jobs that are identified with the city, accept the behavioral 
norms of the city and use the services and facilities offered by the 
city.
This study may constitute a good example for this thesis since it covers all the 
critical points that have been made in this thesis. What seems more problematic 
in this article is the timing of the study. In an environment where there has been 
serious and complex works carried out about gecekondus or migrants, this 
study seems blind to these developments taking place.
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CONCLUSION:
A NEW APPROACH TO GECEKONDUS
The need for a new approach to study gecekondus has been mentioned in the 
previous part of the thesis when making criticisms about the literature. When we 
look at the gecekondu literature in general we can talk about two groups on 
conceptual grounds. The first one gives to the gecekondu population, or in 
general, migrants a feature of “otherness”, while the second group without 
making such an ideological choice tries to understand the gecekondu population 
and its changing nature. The main problem with the first group is that, they 
make a distinction between “us” and “them” and then claim to study 
gecekondus in the so called “positivistic” tradition by relying on “empirical 
realities”. However, after some time the approach and methodology of the 
studies begin to work for the same purpose and empirical realities are turned 
into the realities of the researcher. As Bourdieu mentioned (Swartz, 1997; 59) : 
“Objectivist science conflates ‘ the model of reality (with) the reality of the 
model’ by forgetting that objectivist models merely describe practical action as 
if it were the case.” In that sense they become even more subjectivist than the 
subjectivists in the real sense. It is not possible for the scientist to abstract 
him/herself from his/her values, but it has to be possible for them to create a 
more open relation with the researched whom she/he is willing to understand. If
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these studies are carried out for some different purposes rather than 
understanding it, it is not easy to label them as scientific.
The problems of the modernization approach may become even more 
problematic, if researchers apply it to understand the recent developments in 
urban environment without making changes in it. All over the world urban 
studies try to find new theoretical models in order to understand the ongoing 
process in cities. Especially cultural studies that deal with the developments in 
the city appearing with globalization, change the meanings of the concepts, like 
urban and urban individual. Studying gecekondus is a more complex issue 
today when compared with the past as mentioned in the first part of the chapter.
The gecekondu has a history of its own now. It has been a social, 
cultural economic and political phenomenon in more than forty years time. It 
proves its permanent character both as a physical and social structure through 
history. The transformations taken place in the culture of the city may lead us to 
see the transformative capacity of the gecekondu culture. So as was mentioned 
by the past studies the change cannot be considered as one sided, that is the 
urbanization process of migrants. The observable phenomenon shows that - 
without needing any scientific study- gecekondu culture seems to have the 
capacity to transform urban culture. In that sense there is a need to make the 
definitions of urban and the urban individual by taking into account this 
important part of the population, important both in numerical and cultural sense.
I don’t want to use socio-cultural, since the term in Turkish gecekondu hterature in order to 
explain the social actm ties o f the migrant population in the city center or work place. It has 
been often used with a conscious or unconscious act o f undennining the meaning and strength o f 
cultural on its own. The cultural elem ents within the gecekondu neighborhood and the effects o f  
them on urban forms has always been neglected.)
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First of all, there is a need to redefine gecekondu concept. Otherwise, it is 
not possible to understand the recent physical structures that are called by some 
scientists as “varoş” but cannot be defined also by this concept. Secondly, there 
is a need to develop an approach that is sensitive to the heterogeneity among 
“gecekondus”. Rather than conceptualizing gecekondu population as an abstract 
category or gecekondu family as an atomized structure, there is a need to define 
the population living in gecekondus by taking into account their communal and 
social ties. Thirdly , there is a need to develop an approach which is sensitive to 
time and space related factors methodologically. The specific contextual 
conditions and at the same time historical conditions have to be taken into 
account. Fourthly, there is a need for a responsive approach to cultural elements 
and the history of the gecekondu .population. And finally, new research 
questions have to be developed that aim to understand this dynamic population 
with an approach that carries positive elements towards this important group of 
people.
Today it is not possible to understand Turkey’s system-related problems 
by excluding this population. The projects related with the future of the country 
have to take this important part of the population into account. This population 
is more important today, because they have cultural, political, economic and 
social capacity to affect society to an important extent. It is no longer possible to 
understand this important population without developing a new approach.
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